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^ou may have no doubt, comrades, that I am pre- 
pared in the future, too, to devote to the cause of 
the worJdng class, to the cause of the proletarian 
revolution and world Communism, all my strength, 
all my faculties, and if need be, all my blood, tl 
the very last drop. 

—8TALIN 





Joseph Stalin. 
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LANDMARKS IN THE LIFE OF STALIN 


CHAPTER I 


CHILDHOOD AND YOUTH 


Stalin was bom on December 21. 1879, in a small 
house on the outskirts of the town of Gori, in the former 
Tlflis Province- “The room in which the family lived,” 
D. Gogokhia, a schoolfellow of Comrade Stalin’s, tells us 
in his reminiscences, “ was not more than about five square 
yards and adjoined the kitchen of the house. The door 
led straight into the courtyard ; there was not even a door- 
step. The floor was of brick. Light filtered in through a 
small window. The whole furniture of the room consisted 
of a small table, a stool, and a large sofa, something in the 
nature of a built-in bunk covered with a straw pallet.” 

The thousands of visitors who flock to Gori every year 
are profoundly moved at the sight of the humble home in 
which Stalin passed his childhood. His parents were poor 
folk. Kls father, Vissarion Djugashvili, was a shoemaker 
who for many years had been employed at the Adelkhanov 
factory, and at one time had worked at home as a cobbler. 
Visitors may still see Vissarion Djugashvili’s “ instruments 
of production the old rickety chair, the hammer and 
lasts. Stalin’s mother, Ekaterina,, was a hard-working 
woman who had to slave day and night to make ends meet 
in her poor household, and was obliged to go out to work 
as a washerwoman. Stalin was acquainted with poverty 
and want from his earliest childhood. All around he saw 
the toe need of the workers and peasants, and sympathy 
for the exploited classes awakened early in his young breast. 

In the numerous reminiscences of Stalin written by his 
childhood friends he is described as a lively and inquisitive 
boy, a. favourite among his companions. At the age of 
seven he began to leam the alphabet, and withih a year was 
able to read first in Georgian and then inlHus;fiah. From 
1888 to 1894 he attended the ecclesiast^J ^d^l in Oori. 
I^e toiin. he ^ a diligent scholar ahd always obtained 
the highest marks. He was in play, a Iq^der 
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in ail games, a good friend and a favourite among his 
schoolfellows. He was fond of reading, drawing and 
singing. 

While still a schoolboy, Stalin would often talk to 
workers and peasants and explain to them the causes of 
their poverty. G. JSUsahedashvUi, a schoolfellow of Stalin’s 
tells how once while walking in the country they came 
upon a group of ploughmen resting in a field : 

“ Seeing with what gusto one of the peasants was 
consuming his meal of bread and beans, Comrade Stalin 
turned to him and said ; 

“ ‘ Why do you eat such poor food ? You plough and 
sow and gather in the harvest yourself. You ought to be 
living much better.’ 

“ ' Yes, we gather in the harvest ourselves all right/ the 
peasant replied. 'But the police inspector has to get his 
share, and the priest his. So you see there isn’t much left 
over for us.’ 

“This started a conversation, in the course of which 
Comrade Stalin ez^lained step by step why the peasants 
lived so poorly, who exploited them, who were their friends, 
and who their enemies. He spoke so simply and interest- 
ingly that the peasants begged him to come and talk to 
them again.” 

At a very early age, while still a pupil in the ecclesias- 
tical school, he developed a critical mind and revolutionary 
rentiments ; he began to read Darwin and became an 
atheist. 

G. Glurdjidze, a boyhood friend of Stalin’s, relates : 

“I began to speak of God. Joseph heard me out, and 
alter a moment’s silence said ; 

“ ‘You know, they are fooling us, there is no God: . . .’ 

“ 1 was astonished at these words. I had never heard 
anything like it before. 

“ ‘How can you say such things, Soso ? ’ I exclaimed. 

“ ‘ I’ll lend you a book to read ; it Will show 3rou that 
the world and all living things are quite different from 
what iron imagine, and all this talk about God is ^eer 
nonsense,’ Joseph said. 

“‘What bmk is that?’ I enquired. 

“‘Darwin. Yon must read it,’ Joseph impressed on 
me.” 

Another of Stalin’s schoolfellows in Qori, Comrade 
"Vano Ketskhovell, relates the following in his reminiscences 
of tbdr schooldays : 

' " 3h the sabring and autumn we used to ramble in the 
•cotmtzy tm Sundays.. Our favourite STOt was ^ winii 
cleariag tm the skfies of Blbnnt Gwidjvaxi. 
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Years passed ; bearing away with them our childhood 
longings and dreams, 

“While in the upper classes of the Gori school, we 
became acquainted with Georgian literature, bu,t we had 
no mentor to guide our development and give a definite 
direction to our thoughts. Chavchavadze’s* poem ^Kako 
the Robber' made a deep impression on us. Kazbegi’s 
heroes awakened in our youthful hearts a love for our 
country, and each of us, on leaving school, was inspired 
with an eagerness to serve his country. But none of us had 
a clear idea what form this service should take.” 

While still at the Gori Ecclesiastical* School, as well as 
becoming familiar with the works of Darwin, Stalin first 
became acquainted with Marxist ideas. He passed out 
from the Gori School in 1804 with a certificate of merit, and 
entered the theological seminary in Tifiis. He found it hard 
to reconcile himself to the system that prevailed there. It 
was an institution of the closed type m which the students 
lived in cloistered seclusion, cut off from the outside world. 
The teachers were monks, who tried to instil in the students 
a reverence for God, the tsar, the church and private 
property. As in a monastery, the church bell would toil 
every day at set hours calling the students to prayer. Tte 
principal item in the curriculum was theology. The 
students, for example, were set essays on such subjects as 

In what language did Balaam's ass speak? " The students 
were surrounded by a regular spy system, and watched at 
every step, the minds of many of them being mutilated for 
life by this oppressive and stultifying ecclesiastical regime. 
The ecclesiastical schools and seminaries used to turn out 
loyal servit<m of the: tsar and the regime,^ thoroughgoing 
higots and reactioxiaries. But many a revolutionary also 
emerged from behind their wails, such as Nikolai 
Chemyshevsky,** Lado Ketskhoveli, and Mikha Tskhakaya, 
Their revolutionary sentiments sprang from the sufferings 
of the masses and were strengthened by the reading of books 
forbidden to students. Moreover, the weight of the fetters 
that the ecclesiastical schools and seminaries and the other 
tsarist educational establishments imposed on the minds of 
ihe youth often roused a spirit of protest and drove the 
students to seek escape from the stifling atmosphere. Here 
is what Stalin himself, in the interview he ^ve the German 
writer Emil Ludwig, said about the influence the theol<^cal 
seminary had on him : 

*ILYA CHAVCHAVABZE (1837>1907}. Geoigian writer and jtdbliidlg^ the 

destruction of serfdom. Defended the Georgian languid jenltnre. Advoeated 
oapitafist development of Geozghi by Liberal noblo. . 

O. CHEBNSHEVSKY, Kinete«nth>cent&r 3 r revoliiaoiiary intelleetnal vbe 
advoeated a peasant revolution to replace the great landoinBeM by village eommnnes. 
Xeiriii was a great admirer of bis writings. 



» Trt Drotest against the humiliating reghne and the 
lesuitical methods that prevailed in the seminary, I was 
kady to become, and eventually did become, a revolu- 
tionary, a believer in Marxism as the only genumely 
revolutionary doctrine.” , , ^ ^ 

Stalin was stiU a lad of Sateen when he f^ed ^^ 
nections with Marxists and began to read Marxist litera- 
ture 

“I joined the revolutionary movement, he told Emil 
Ludwig. “ at the age ol ^teen, when .1 became coimected 
with uiegal groups of Russian Marxists in Trans- 

caucasia. These groups exerted a great influence on me 
and insmied in me a taste for illegal IStorxist Uterature.” 

jMarxist literature was not easy to obtain m m 

those days. At a conference of propagandists held m 
under the auspices of the Central Committee of the 

Stalin related how the young Marxists in Tims 
were oblfeed to pool their peimies and have a transcript 
made by hand of the only copy of Marx’s “ Capital ’’ to 
be found in Tlflis. It was from this handwritten copy 1»at 
Marx’s work was then studied in the secret circle formed 
for the purpose. It was in circles like these that the works 
of Marx, Plekhanov, Chernyshevsky, Pisarev, Belinsky, 
Dobrolinibov and Herzen were studied. 

By this time Stalin had read many books in Russian and 
Qpnrgign He also read translations of fore^ literature. 
BBS interests were wide, his knowledge varied, and he 
ea gp r ^y strove to extend it and obtain a thorough ground- 
wmk of general knowledge. He subscribed to a circulating 
library in Tiff is, although seminary students were forbidden 
to do SO. ^ had a good knowlecfce of the classics — 
Shakespeare, Schiller, Tolstoy. He read Cheri^shevste and 
Pisarev. His favourite writers Were SaltykovrShcnedrin, 
Oogol and Chekhov, whose works he often quotes in his 
articles and speeches. . . 

Stalin was acquainted With the - Oeto^ian wnters— - 
Rusfhv^ Eristavi, Chavchavadze and others. Bfe was 
weE read in : the history of civilizatiosx and sociology and 
was interested in chemistry and geble^. EEs love of poetry 
is shown by the Etfle-known fact that he wrote quite good 
verses himself, some of which were published in 1805 in the 
newspaper “Iberfe," ,Mgned “Soselo.” In one of these 
poems he says : 

“Whose back was bent with toE unending, 

Who knelt but yesterday hi thraE, 

WIB rise, I say, the mountain’s envy, 

. Ou wings of hope, high over all.” 

So Wrote this slxteen-year-old la;d, confident that a d)sjr 
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^ould come when in the Russian words of the ^‘Interna- 
tion^ “ the lowliest will be the highest. ” Much of Stalin’s 
youthful verses were appreciated by progressive Georgian 
intellectuals, and one of his poems was included in a jubilee 
anthology dedicated to the Georgian writer Rafail Eristavi* 

Very interesting reminiscences of this period are given 
by Comrade G. Parkadze, who draws a vivid picture of the 
intellectual pursuits of Stalin and his fellow-students : 

youngsters had a passionate thirst for knowledge. 

Thus, in order to disabuse the minds of our seminary 
.students of the myth that the world was created in six days, 
-we had to acquaint ourselves with the geological origin and 
age of the earth, and be able to prove them in argument ; 
we had to familiarize ourselves with Darwin’s teachings. 
IVe were aided in this by books on GalUeo and Copernicus 
and by the fascinating works of Camille Plammarion. I 
recall that we read Lyeil’s “ Antiquity of Man ” and Darwin’s 
^‘Descent of Man,” the latter in a translation edited by 
Sechenov. Comrade Stalin read Sechenov’s scientific works 
with great interest. 

“We gradually proceeded to a study of the develop- 
ment of class society, which led us to the writings of Marx, 
Engels and Lenin, In those days the reading of Marxist 
literature was punishable as revolutionary activity. The 
effect of this was particularly felt in the seminary, where 
’even the name of Darwin was always mentioned with 
scurrilous abuse. 

“ While acquainting ourselves with social and economic 
literature, we young people continued to be interested in 
.astronomy, physics and chemistry. We derived great benefit 
from Ludwig Feuerbach’s “Essence of Christianity.” 

“Comrade Stalin brought these books to our notice. 
The first thing we had to do, he would say, was to become 
atheists. Many of us began to acquire a materialist out- 
look and to ignore theological subjects. 

“Our reading in the most diverse branches of science 
not only helped our young people to escape from the bigoted 
and narrow-minded spirit of the seminary, but also p&fe- 
pated their minds for the reception of Marxist ideas, rntty 
book we read, whether on archaeology, geology, astronomy 
’or primitive civilization, helped to confirm us in the truth 
of Marxism. 

“The younger generation of to-day can scarcely ima- 
gine how difScult it was in those times not only to secure 
books, but even to read them. For example, the seminary 
authorities took away from Comrade Stalin, or ^ confiscated,’ 
as the report of the assistant supcacvisor . puts it, Victor 
Hugo’s “ Toilers of the Sea.” The same fate befell another 
book of his, Hugo’s “’Ninety-Three.” 
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“ We obtained our books from a circulating library oa 
Kirocbnaya Street. It was frequented mostly by teachers 
and other intellectuals; Maxim Gorky made use of it in 
ihA early ’nineties. It had been founded for educational 
purposes, but nobody suspected how much political dyna- 
mite we extracted from the most ordinary books. 

Comrade Stalin taught us how to delve into the 
meaning of books, and how, in the absence of books on any 
particular subject, to make the most of magazine articles, 
reviews and even incidental comments. This accustomed 
us to the habit of making summaries of what we read and 
copying excerpts. When suggesting reading matter to us, 
Stalin at first selected popular, and then more difficult 
literature, taking pains to explain anything that was not 
clear to us in our reading. 

“ One day I got hold of a copy of Mendeleyev's 
“ Chemistry.’’ I remember the book well to this day. Stalin 
was keenly interested in it. 

“ We now know from the seminary records that Father 
Gdrmogen, the seminary supervisor, reported that Djuga- 
shvili (Stalin) "it appears has a subscilption ticket to the 
Cheap Library, from which he gets books.' 

•‘Comrade Stalin had a passion for history, and we 
often wondered where he got the books from. I recall 
that he had books on the history of the Great French 
Bevolution, the Eevolution of 1848, the Paris Commune, on 
Russian history. . . « . 

‘•Comrade Stalin was seventeen when, in 1898, he 
formed his first illegal Marxist study circle in the seminary 
and became a propagandist of Marxism. A second circle 
was formed later. I belonged to the first, the ‘ senior ' 
group. . . . • 

Of the books read by Stalin and his comrades in those 
years, I recall ; " The Communist Manifesto ” ; Engels' 
Condition of the Working Class in England;” Lenin's 
“What the "Friends of the People' Are and How They 
Fight the Social-Democrats ” (Lenin : “ Selected Works,” 
Vol. I) ; Beltov's (Plekhanov’s) ""Development of the 
Monistic View of History '* ; Adam Smith's and David 
Ricardo's books on political economy ; Tugan-Baranovsky ; 
l^inoza's Ethics ” ; Buckle's "* History of Civilization in. 
England ” : Letourneau’s “ Evolution of Property ” ; Zieber's 
"‘Social and Economic Researches of David Ricardo and 
Karl Marx,” and books on philosop^. 

“ Comrade Stalin was fond of works of fiction. B?e 
read Saltykov-Shchedrln's “ The Golovlyov Family,” Gogol's. 
‘"Dead Souls,” Erckmann-Chatrian's “Story of a Peasant,” 
Thackeray's “^Vanity Fair,” and much else, Stalin had 
been well acquainted with the Georgian writers from child- 
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hood ; he was fond of Rust'hveii, Ilya Chavchavadze and 
Vazha Pshavela. He was enthusiastic about literature, and 
while at the Tifiis seminary wrote several poems which 
earned the praises of Ilya Chavchavadze, I need only 
mention that they were printed in the newspaper- Chav- 
chavadze edited, being given a prominent place on the 
front page, although seminary students were strictly for- 
bidden to contribute to newspapers or magazines.” 

Comrade G. Glurdjidze, another fellow-student of 
Stalin’s at the Tiflis seminary (now a teacher in a secon- 
dary school near Goii), states in his reminiscences : 

‘*We would sometimes read in chapel during service, 
hiding the book under the pews. Of course, we had to be 
extremely careful not to be caught by the masters. Books 
were Joseph’s inseparable friends ; he would not part with 
them even at meal times. ... When asked a question. 
Joseph would as a rule take his time in answering. 

One of our keenest pleasures in the unbearably stifl- 
ing atmosphere of the seminary was singing. We were 
always overjoyed when Soso arranged us in an improvised 
choir and, in his clear and pleasant voice, struck up our 
favourite folk songs.” 

It was while he was still in the theological seminary 
that Stalin first became acquainted with the writings of 
Lenin, 

There it was that he first read Lenin’s early work. 
“What the ‘Friends of the People’ Are and How They 
Fight the Social-Democrats.” In 1898 Stalin managed to 
get hold of “Materials for a Description of Our Economic 
Development,” a volume of articles which had been burnt 
by the censor. It contained an article by Tulin (Lenin), 
“ The Economic Content of Narodism and the Criticism of 
It in Mr. Struve’s Book” (Lenin : “ Selected Works,” Vol. I). 

“ I particularly recall an interesting fact,” writes Com- 
rade Papanadze, who attended the seminary together with 
Stalin. “It was in 1898. One morning, after breakfast, I 
strolled out into Pushkin Square. There I spied Stalin sur- 
rounded by a group of our students, with whom he was 
engaged in a heated argument, criticizing the views of 
Jordania. They were all drawn into the discussion. Here 
it was that I first heard about Lenin. The b€^ rang and 
we all hurried off to our classes. I was astonish^ at 
Joseph’s trenchant criticism of Jordania’s views, tod spoke 
to him about it. He told me that he had just read Tulin’s- 
(Lenin’s) article, which he liked very much. 

“‘I must meet him at all costs, he said. 

“ When, many years later, in 1926, 1 met Comrade Stalin 
again, I reminded him of these words uttered in 1898, and 
he too recalled the incident.” 



The seminary authorities noticed that Stalin had be- 
come a centre of attraction for some of the best and most 
talented students. They watched his every step and sent 
in report after report about him. On September 29, 1898, 
the following report was made to the rector of the^ seim- 
nary" At 9 p.ni. a group of students gathered in the 
dining-hall around Joseph Djugashvili, who read them books 
not sanctioned by the seminary authorities, in view of 
which the students were searched.” . ^ ^ ^ 

There are some very interesting entries in the Conduct 
Book of the Theological Seminary : 

“ It appears that Djugashvili has a ticket to the Cheap 
liibrary, from which he borrows books. To-day I confiscat- 
ed Victor Hugo’s “Toilers of the Sea,” in which I found 
the said library ticket—S. Murakhovsky, Asst. Supervisor ; 
Father Germogen, Supervisor.” 

The report bears the note : 

“Confine him to the punishment cell for a prolonged 
period. I have already warned him once about an im- 
sanctioned book, “ ’Ninety-Three ” by Victor Hugo.” (Entry 


made in November, 1896.) , 

“At 11 p.m. I took away from Joseph Djugashvili Le- 
tourneau’s “Literary Evolution of the Nations,” which he 
had borrowed from the Cheap Library. The library ticket 
was found in the book. Djugashvili was discovered read- 
ing the said book on the chapel stairs. This is the thir- 
teenth time this student has been discovered reading books 
borrowed from the Cheap Library. I handed over the book 
to the Father Supervisor. — S. Murakhovsky, Asst. Super- 
visor.” 

The report bears the note : 

“On the orders of the Father Rector, co nfin e him to 
the punishment cell for a prolonged period with a strict 
warning.” (Entry made in March, 1897.) 

“ In the course of a search of students of the fifth class 
made by members of the board of supervision. Joseph 
Djugashvili tried several times to enter into an argument 
with them, Expressing dissatisfaction with the repeated 
searches of students and declaring that such searches ^ere 
never made in other seminaries. Djugashvili is generally 
disrespectful and rude towards persons in authority and 
^stematicaiiy refuses to bow to one of the masters. (S. A. 
Murakhovsky), as the latter has repeatedly complained to 
the board of supervision. — A. Ezhavensky, Asst. Supervisor.” 

The report bears the note : 

“ Reprimanded. Confined to the punishment cell for 
five hours on the orders of the Father Rector — ^Father 
Dimitry.” (Entry dated December 16, 1898.) 

1Vhen Father Dimitry, who was then the seminary 



supervisor, entered Stalin’s room after one such search, 
.Stalin went on reading as if he had not noticed him. 

Don’t you see who is standing before you ? the monk 
demanded. 

Stalin rose, rubbing his eyes, “I don’t see anything,” 
he said, “except a black spot before my eyes.” 

On May 27, 1899, this “black spot,” Father Dimitr 3 .% 
proposed in the Seminary Council to “ expel Joseph Djuga- 
shviii as politically unreliable.” The proposal was approv- 
«ed. Officially, Stalin was expelled from the seminary for 
failing to pay tuition fees and for “ no1> attending examina- 
tion for reasons unknown.” But the real reason for his 
expulsion was his political activities. He was expelled 
from the seminary as a person who harboured views dan- 
gerous to tsarism. We have his own comment on this, 
made many years later. In 1931, against the item “ Educa- 
tion” in a questionnaire submitted to the delegates at a 
Party Conference of the Stalin District, Moscow, he wrote : 
“Turned out of a theological seminary for propagating 
Marxism.” 

With Stalin’s expulsion, the police and gendarmerie 
began to keep a close watch on him ; a dossier was started 
in which all his movements were recorded. At the time 
of his expulsion from the seminary, he had already studied 
Marx’s “Capital,” besides other Marxist works, had had 
four years’ experience in secret Marxist circles, and had 
published his first illegal periodical — a students’ magazine. 
He also had a considerable store of knowledge in various 
social and natural sciences. This store he hm kept adding 
to, and he astonishes even specialists by his extensive know- 
ledge in the most diverse fields. 

When Stalin left the seminary he already had a fully- 
formed Marxist outlook. He was also acquainted with the 
life of the poor, from whom he had himself sprung. His 
hatred of the tsarist autocracy and the social system bn 
^which tsarism rested grew steadily more intense, and his 
love for the people ever more profound. 



CHAPTER II 


luARLY ACTIVITIES IN THE SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC 
MOVEMENT 


Before speaking of Stalin’s early revolutionary activi- 
ties, I must remind you of what Georgia, Armenia and 
Azerbaijan were like in those days. 

The economic life of Transcaucasia, which was nothing, 
more than a tsarist colony, was in process of profound, 
change. In his remarkable work, “The Development of 
Capitalism in Russia ’’ (Lenin; “ Selected Work,” Vol. I), 
Lenin refers to the energetic colonization of the Caucasus 
and the extensive breaking up of new land that accom- 
panied it. “ . . . . The ancient native ‘ handicraft ’ indus- 
tries were being ousted by the competition of imported 
Moscow manufactures. . . . Russian capitalism was thus- 
drawing the Caucasus into the world system of commodity 
circulation, levelling out its local peculiarities — survivals of’ 
the ancient self-contained patriarchal system— and creat- 
ing a market for its own factories. . . . The urban popu- 
lation of the Caucasus increased from 350,000 in 1863 to 
about 900,000 in 1897.” 

The oil industry of Transcaucasia developed with parti- 
cular rapidity, attracting foreign capital on a large scale. 
“Baku,” Stalin says, “did not spring out of the depths of' 
Azerbaijan, but was built from above by the efforts of 
Nobel, Rothschild, Wischau and others.” (“Marxism and the- 
National and Colonial Question,” p. 109. English edition,. 
Vol. xn of the Marxist-Leninist Library.) 

At the same time, a sharp contrast existed between 
town and country. While Baku was a large industrial 
cmitre. Azerbaijan as a whole was “a country with the- 
nmst backward, patriarchal-feudal relations” (ibid.). It 
was a tsarist colony in every sense of the word. The- 
numerous nationalities inhabiting the Caucasus suffered 
from a triple yoke : the brutal exploitation of tsarist mili- 
tmy-feudal imperialism, national oppression, and 
cte oppression. Matters reached such a pitch 
that school-children who spoke in their native - 
language had xa sign hung around their necks; 
depicting a dog’s head with protruding tongue. The work— 
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ing population sufiEered from the class oppre_ssi^<^f ttie- 
landlords and the bourgeoisie. But beneath this 
the forces of revolution were working and a revoluti^arsT 
consciousness awakening. 

Thanks to Comrade L. Beria’s book, we now have a. 
splendid picture of Stalin’s work in creating a Bolshevik 
organization in Transcaucasia. What is more, Beria has 
disclosed to us little-known sources of information and 
writings by Stalin vrhich cast a vivid light on 'an importanl 
period of his life. Beria’s book, “On the History of the 
Bolshevik Organizations in Transcaucasia,” is a valuable 
contribution to the history of the Communist Party. It 
has enabled us to form a more profound and complete 
Judgment of the part played by Stalin in the creation ot 
the Bolshevik Party, fit this, Beria has done yeoman ser- 
vice. and no historian of the Party can afford to ignore his 
book. 

We learn from Beria’s book that in the latter half of 
the last century a feudal-progressive trend was to be ob^ 
served in the social movement in Georgia, headed by Hya 
Chavchavadze, the writer, and a bourgeois-progressive trend, 
headed by Georgi Tsereteli. This movement also produced. 
Narodnik” trends, curiously modified by local conditions in 
the Caucasus. 

But in the ’nineties there arose a “ Third Group,” known, 
in Georgian as the Messameh Dassy, testifying to the in- 
filtration of the Marxian ideology among the Georgian in- 
telligentsia. However, the majority of the Messameh.. 
Dassy, headed by Noe Jordania* perceived this ideology 
through a bourgeois-nationalist prism. Hence their preach- 
ing of unity of action between the proletariat and the* 
bourgeoisie in Georgia and their claim that the interests- 
ol all classes in Georgia were identical. 

“‘A nation united materially is united ideologically 
also,’ wrote N, Jordania in his article ‘Economic Develop- 
ment and Nationality.’ ‘Everyone strives to develop- 
national labour, to strengthen the nation. . . . The peasant . 
and worker are just as interested in the greatness of the 
nation as the bourgeois merchant.'” (Quoted in IBeria's; 
“On the History of the Bolshevik Organizations in Trans- 
caucasia.” English edition.) 

In 1895 Sasha Tsulukidze joined the Messameh Dassy 
group, Lado Ketskhoveli joined it in 1897 and Stalin in 
1898, These three young Marxists, united by the great 
doctrine of Marx, Engels and Lenin, laid the foundation 
of a revolutionary Marxist organization in Transcaucasia. 

* NOE JORDANIA. Gorgian ** Legal MaTxist.” ^laintained tliat capitalist development 
waa necessary and progressive; it diould be achieved tbroagh collaboration of srorkec**- 
and' capitalists. Advocated the national renascence of Georgia. 
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Lado Ketskhoveii will be remembered by posterity as 
one of the best representatives of Bolshevism. He was de- 
voted heart and soul to the cause of Communism. In con- 
Jimction with Stalin and Sasha Tsulukidze, he did tremen- 
dous work in creating the first revolutionaiy Marxist or- 
ganizations in Transcaucasia and in organizing a secret 
printing plant. He performed a number of commissions 
entrusted to him by Lenin relating to the technical side of 
underground organization. He was feared and hated by 
the tsarist authorities. On August 17, 1903, he was fired 
at and killed in his cell by a soldier guarding the prison 
in which he was confined. 

Like Lado Ketskhoveii, Sasha Tsulukidze, despite his 
poor health and frail physitue, was possessed of an un- 
usually ardent revolutionary temperament and was also 
thoroughly devoted to the cause of revolution. Together 
with Stalin, he took part in a number of debates with the 
Mensheviks. He contributed a number of articles to illegal 
publications, written in a consistent Marxist-Leninist vein. 
He died of consumption in 1905. 

This group of revolutionary Marxists came into conflict 
from the very outset with the opportunist majority in the 
Messameh Dassy. 

An important part in forming the views of Stalin, 
Sasha Tsulukidze and Lado Ketskhoveii was played by the 
St. Petersburg League of Struggle for the Emancipation of 
the Working Class.* We find Lenin’s name being men- 
tioned more and more frequently in the debates and in 
the circles. The reverberations of the organized workers’ 
movement led by the St. Petersburg League of Struggle 
stirred up the masses in other industrial centres. They 
had a similar effect in Transcaucasia, where in the latter 
half, and especially the end, of the ’nineties we observe 
the rise of an organized workers’ movement. In 1900, V. 
Kumatovsky, one of Lenin’s colleagues, came to Tiflis. 
Kumatovsky was a loyal and militant supporter of Lenin. 
He had had vast experience in the revolutionary move- 
ment and was a highly educated Marxist. He had been 
one of the signatories to the protest of the seventeen Social- 
Democrats against the ‘‘Economists,”** of which Lenin was 
the aulhor. 

•ST. PETERSBURG LEAGUE OF STRUGGLE FOR THE EMAIS^CIPATION OF THE 
wORmNC CLASS. Under Lenin’s guidance this was the first organvation in 

ifinlE np the struggle of the working class for better economic conditions with thb 
pofitieal strode against tsarism. In Lenin’s words it was the first ** rudiment of ^ 
revolntiai^i^- party which was backed by the working’olass movement.” 

•• THE ECONOMISTS, Believed that the Russian masses — ^workers and peasante-^ere 
too backward to e^ge in politics, that the pace should be set by the slowest. Tj.nm 
•described them ns " Khmtists,” from the Russian word ”khvo8t ” meanh^ tafl, heoanse 
their policy meant that the Party would follow behind instead of leading the wotkiat 
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The difference which at that time had arisen in other 
Social-Democratic organizations were also splitting the 
Messameh Dassy into an opportunist majority, on the one- 
hand, and a young revolutionary wing, headed by Stalin, 
on the other. 

The first difference arose over the need for an illegal 
revolutionary newspaper. Stalin, Ketskhoveli and Tsulu- 
kidze insisted that such a newspaper be started. 

The second difference related to. the need for starting 
mass agitation. The opportunist majority continued to 
Tn aintain that only propaganda within the bounds of the 
law should be conducted ; it feared a resort to mass agi- 
tation, for that would be exceeding legal bounds and adopt- 
ii^ the path of revolution. But the movement was strain- 
ing at the old fetters; it had outgrown the propaganda 
circles. The ne^ for mass agitation was making itself felt 
more and more keeifiy. This was figuratively e:^ressed by 
Juvenaly Melnikov, a Ukrainian propagandist of that period, 
who said that "it is better to raise the masses one inch 
than to raise one man a whole storey.’* 

A mass movement was developing at that time among 
the workers of Tiflis. Stalin was conducting several Marxist 
workers’ circies, for he attributed the utmost importance 
to educating the advanced workers in the revolutionary 
spirit. Sylvestre Todria, who was a member of one of 
Stalin’s secret workers’ circles, recalls being asked by him 
on one occasion what they taught in the legally-sanctioned 
Sunday school run by the opportunist majority of the 
Messameh Das^^ 

“When I told him,” writes Todria, “that they explain 
how the sun moves, he replied with a smile. ‘ Listen, friend, 
don’t you worry about the sun ; it wHl not stray from its 
orbit. What you had better learn is how the revolutionary 
cause should move, and help me to arrange a little illegd: 
printing plant.’” 

Another worker, by the name of Georgi Ninua, who 
attended one of Stalin’s circles, relates : 

“Comrade Stalin conducted our circle for otct two 
years. Whatever the subject he was lecturing on, he would 
always divide it into themes. He had a splendid knowledge 
of laie history of the working-class rnovement in the West 
and of revolutionary Social-Democratic theory, and his 
talfe at once riveted the attention of the worters. Stalin 
would Quote from fiction and scientific works; he was 
always elfir^ examples. When addressing as, he had a 
notebook before him or just a sheet of paper covered vrith 

eUat. khiSi me » detired from their theorjr thtt the ifodditg cl&tt dhmild coacer o 
Itaelf oely with economic issttoa, tngea, }u>sz», condifloiu;, leniiif; the politicsl 
the tsat to the . Liberal Capitalkte. ' 
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-fine writing. It was obvious that he carefully prepared xor 
every talk. We usually met in the evenings, at dusk, and 
:n Sundays wnuld go out into the country in groups of 
^ve to ten and would carry on our discussions without 
regard for time. 

Comrade Stalin’s lectures were more in the nature of 
informal talks. As a rule, he would not pass to another 
subject until he was satisfied that we had fully understood 
the first. When replying to his questions, we would cite 
facts from our own lives as workers, recount what happened 
in the factories and how we were exploited by the manage- 
ment, the contractors and the foremen. Whenever such 
subjects were touched on, Comrade Stalin would show a 
particularly keen interest. He would put many questions 
to the workers and then draw conclusions. These con- 
clusions were of the highest value and significance to the 
revolutionary movement. 

** Comrade Stalin was our teacher, but he would, often 
.say that he himself learnt from the workers.” 

In 1898 the railway shops and a number of other plants 
In Tiflis went on strike. These strikes were led by a group 
of revolutionary Social-Democrats headed by Stalin and 
Lado KetskhovelL In 1899 the first revolutionary celebra- 
tion of May Day was held by the Tifiis workers. A tram 
strike in Tiflis at the end of 1899 terminated in a victory for 
the workers. And on May 1, 1900, Stalin addressed a re- 
volutionary May Day meeting attended by about five 
hundred workers. 

To-day, of course, there is nothing extraordinary in a 
meeting of five hundred workers. But that was the filrst 
meeting of its size in Tiflis, and it was the first speech Stalin 
made at a mass meeting of workers. 

On April 22, 1901, there was a demonstration of soine 
two thousand workers directed by Stalin. It was savagely 
attacked by the tsarist authorities. Lenin’s “ Iskra ” (" The 
Bpark”), referred to this demonstration as an epoch-mak- 
ing event in the history of the Caucasus. ** This day marks 
the inception of an open revolutionary , movement in the 
Caucasus,” says Beria in his book “Lado Ketskhoveli.” 

From December 28, 1899, to March 21, 1901, when Stalin 
was obliged to go into hiding in order to escape persecution, 
he earned his living as an observe in the Tiflis geophyical 
observatory. The memoirs of Vano Ketskhoveli, entitled 
IJae Dawn of the Working-Class Party ” and published in 
■the ^Zarya Vostoka” (“Dawn of the East”), tells of this 
period of S^din’s life. 

“At the end of December, 1899,” Vano Keti^ov^ 
relates, “there was a vacancy for an observer in fee 
observatory and, on Lado’s advice. Comrade Stalin api^ed 
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-lor it. We had to keep awake ail night and make oiwer- 
TOtions at stated intervals with the help of intricate instru- 
-ments. The work demanded great nervous concentration. 
and patience. The post of observer was always falling 
vacant, and that explains the comparative ease with which 
I, then Comrade Stalin, then M. Davitashvili, and finally 
Waso Berdzenishvili, who had also left the seminary at the 
beginning of 1900, found jobs at the observatory.” 

In addition to the reminiscences of Vano Ketskhoveli, 
we have those of Vaso Berdzenishvili relating to the period 
of Stalin’s life when he worked in the observatory. 

*‘We used to get books from second-hand dealers sCnd 
Irom the Kaidanova library on Kirochnaya Street,” 
Berdzenishvili relates. “ This library did us yeoman service. 
'Comrade Stalin also used to procure illegal pamphlets and 
the “ Iskra,” and let us read them ; but where and from 
whom he got them none of us knew. Comrade Stalin would 
not even tell his friends where he spent his time. But I 
knew, because I had attended the illegal workers’ circles 
several times.” 


In 1901, on the initiative of Stalin and Lado Ketskhoveli, 
an illegal printing plant was started in Baku, and in Sep- 
tember of the same year the first Georgian illegal newspaper, 
‘^Brdzola” (“The Struggle”), the organ of the Ttflis re- 
volutionary Social-Democrats, began to appear in Tiflis, 
This was a newspaper of the Leninist “Iskra” trend. It 
advocated the broad development of agitational work and 
called upon the workers to take up the struggle against 
the tsar, the landlords and the capitalists. It proclaimed 
the indivisible unity of the ranks of the working of 
all Russia in the £^ht for Socialism. 

In an editorial in its first issue, the “ Brdzola ” declared 
that “ the Georgian Social-Democratic movement . . . 
goes hand in hand with the entire Russian movement and 
^ consequently subordinates itself to the Russian Social- 
Democr^c Party” (L. Beria, “On the History of the 
Bolshevik Organizations in Transcaucasia.”) 

The “ Brdzola ” advocated the ideas of the dictafan^hlp 
of the proletariat. It fought the “legal Marxists”* and 
the “Economists.” It insisted on the need fmr an bp® 
revolutionary struggle of the working class. It stood fw 
hegemony of the proletariat in the coming bourgeois- 
democratic revolution, and it attacked the opportunist 


♦iriGAIi MARXISTS. So called b^oae they did act helaaa; to or woSc ia tibw 
JCuxiet «qr|^>»atiox» vlii^ were ill^l Tinder the tear, advocated tibe ceviteZiBt 

capIteSra s» an advance os fhe feedal 
»atTived; hot they were agaistt Oie ftucdier advance twaxdi Ute 
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Bernsteinist'*' views as expounded, among others, by ^or- 
dania and Chkheidze, The leading articles in this news- 
paper were written by Stalin and Lado Ketskhoveli. 

On March 21, 1901, in the absence of Stalin, the apart- 
ment in which he and Berdzenishvili lived was searched, 
by the police. Berdzenishvili writes : 

“ They burst into the room, asked who I was, who else 
lived in the apartment, and began their search. They first 
ransacked my room, packed up and sealed certain legal 
publications of a Marxist trend, drew up a protocol and 
gave it to me to sign. They then proceeded to Comrade 
Stalin’s room. They turned everything upside down, poked 
into every corner, shook out the bedding— but found noth- 
ing. Comrade Stalin would always return a book after 
reading it and never kept it at home. As to illegal pam- 
phlets, we used to keep them concealed under a brick pile 
on the banks of the River Kura. Comrade Stalin was very- 
cautious in this respect. After searching the second room, 
they again drew up a protocol, and went away empty- 
handed. 

On November 11, 1901, in Avlabar, the Tifiis Sociai-- 
Democratic organization held its first ccjnference. It was 
attended by twenty-five delegates and elected the first 
Tifiis Committee of the RBDXP.** Stalin was elected a- 
member of this Committee. Towards the. end of 1901 the 
Tifiis Committee decided to send him to Batum to form 
a Social-Democratic organization there. This was the be- 
ginning of the Batum period of his activities. 

Prior to this, Carlo Chkheidze and other “ legal Marx- 
ists ” had been active in Batum. Chkheidze assured Stalin 
that it was impossible to create a revolutionary organiza- 
tion in Batum. He even tried to persuade him to leave the 
city, but ^alin knew better than Chkheidze what forces 
were latent in the working-class and what had to be done. 
He took up his ijuarters in the working-class district of 
Chaoba (now the Stalin District) and energeticailly com- 

BEBNSTEINIST. Bexxtstein, ft Gennan Social-Democrat vr^ m tlie eighteen nineties, 
advocated a collaboration betweea the capitalists and Uie VorBng class which w6uld 
hrini; abont the peaceful evolntiiou tt Sochdfam. 

♦* RjSJ>XuP. Buasian Social Democgratic Lahotxr Party. Founded 1898. Composed 
of several groups, the Bund, the Leagues of Stnig|d«« Lenin was among the 

founders. Two trends appeared in 1905 which split ihe Party into majority (Bolsheviks) 
and minority (Mensheviks). X«enxn Isd drS majority. The minority refused to, attend 
ihe next Congress (1905). In 1908 Unit was re-established, but only on paper; the 
Bnititnviks continued to be the revolmioitary srotioa woridng in revoluriooary organiaa- 
riefek the Mensheviks remainfld apart. Thef continned to press for the abandonment of 
^ Uoldbevik organizations and polich^ until in 1912 the Party split completely Into two 
seelkini by the expulsion of fhe Menriievfks. The Bolriieviks continned to use the name 
el ItBJSOLP. "(BSoldbenriks) tili Msn^ 1928, when at the Sevt^ih Party Ckmgress, on 
Li^\i |«i^Nesal, the name was changed to Russian Communist Party (Boltheriks) . In 
19SS3i: fcinasri^m of the Soviet Union, the name became Communist Party of Uth 

Seviet Ihilon 68cdidievi]3^ 
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room where J. Stalin was born and lived, Gori, Georgian S.S.R. 


menced party work. Batum was a big working-class centre 
with several large oil refineries belonging to Mantashev, 
Sideridis, Rothschild and Nobel. Stalin eagerly set about 
organizing circles of advanced workers at these plants to 
help him in his activities. He himself carried on propa»- 
ganda among them. He also organized a secret printing 
plant, himself writing leafiets and printing them with the 
help of the workers. The Batum secret police reported at 
this period that the workers had a profound respect for 
Joseph Djugashvili and looked upon him as their teachetc 
. The develooment ot the Social-Democratic move- 
ment,** one such report states, “has made great progress 
since the autumn of iftOl, when the Tiflis Committee of the 
RBJDXP. sent one of its members, Joseph Djugashvili, a 
former sixth-class student of the Tiflis Theological Semi- 
nary, to Batum to carry on propaganda among the factory 
workers. Thanks to Djugashvnrs activities, Social-Demo- 
cratic organizations have begun to spring up in all the 
Batum plants by the Tiflis Committee” 

On the night of December 31, 1901, Stalin called a 
conference of workers* circles under the guise of a New 
Year’s party, which was attended by about thirty persons. 
At this conference was formed the Batum Committee of 
the first Jskra-ist Social-Democratic 

organization in Batum. 

There are very moving reminiscences of this conference 
recounted by old workers of Transcaucasia. One of them, 
Rodion Korkia, relates that Stalin ended his speech with 
the words : “ See. the day is already dawning ! Soon the 
sun will rise. That sun will shine for us. Believe my 
words, comrades I ” 

With the help of the newly-formed workers’ organiza- 
tions, the Batum Comnutfee of the R.SD.LJ*. launched a 
number of strikes in that city in the beginning of 1902. The 
strike committees at the plants were directed by Stalin 
and the strikes grew more and more stubborn. The tsarist 
authorities became aiarmed and appointed a military 
governor over Batum. The governor tried to intimidate 
the workers into calling off the strikes, but all to no pur- 
pose. Nor were the mass arrests effected on the night of 
March 7 of any avail. On March 8, 1902. there was a mass 
demonstration of workers organized by Stalin. The workers 
demanded the release of the arrested men, but iflstead of 
meeting the demand, the police arrested over three hundred 
of the demonstrators. On March 9, Stalin organized an. 
even more impressive demonstration. In which not only 
the workers on strike in the Rothschild and Mantashev 
plants took part, but also .the dockers, railwasrmen and 
other workers. Singing revolutibhary stmgs and canylniT* 



red banners, the demonstration marched to the deporta- 
tion barrack, where the arrested men were held prisoner, 
and demanded their release. Fire was opened on the de- 
monstration; fifteen workers were killed and fifty-four 
wounded. I. Darakhvelidze, an old Batum worker, relates : 

“Comrade Soso (Stalin) stood in the midst of the 
turbulent sea of workers, personally directing the move- 
ment, A worker named Kalandadze, who was wounded 
in the arm during the firing, was led out of the crowd and 
afterwards taken home by Comrade Stalin himself.” 

On March 12, Stalin arranged a revolutionary funeral 
of the workers killed on March 9. In spite of the recent 
shooting, huge numbers of workers attended the funeral, 
A leaflet written by Stalin and widely distributed both in 
"Batum and in other cities was filled with revolutionary 
fire and passion: “All honour to you who have laid down 
your lives for the truth! All honour to the breasts that suckl- 
ed you! All honour to you whose brows are adorned with the 
crown of the martyrs, and who with pale and faltering lips 
breathed words of struggle in your hour of death t Ali 
lionour to your shades that hover over us and whisper in 
our ears. ‘Avenge our blood!*” 

Stalin at first lived in the house of Mate Rusidze, and 
then moved to the house of a peasant by the name of Kha- 
;shim Smyrba. In her “ Tale of the Unforgettable,” printed 
in the “Zarya Vo'-toka ” Ninutsa Modebadze gives us 
folowiiig picture of the conditions in which Stalin worked : 

“Comrade Stalin lived in the home of Mate Rusidze. 
Two rooms were occupied by the Darakhvelidze brothers 
and Kotsia Kand^laki, w^hile Comrade Stalin occupied a 
small adjacent room. This room had no window; the 
outer door was a ways padlocked and did not attract at- 
tention. The nie^e betw^pu the outer and inner doors Cth'e 
latter having been removed) was hung with clothes and 
resembled a cupboard in the wall. 

“The other of the house was occupied by IvMan 
and Despine Shapatava. \ 

“ A printing press was installed in Stalin's room. Here 
he worked, and here his leaflets were printed. Here, too, 
advanced workers used to foregather for conferences in 
the dead of night. 

“ My sister, Despine, would Often carry round the leaf- 
lets to reliable comrades. Comrade Stalin used to draw 
women into revolutionary work and converse with theni 
revolutionary subjects.” 

Stalin installed a secret printing plant in Batum in the 
house of Khashim Smyrba. This Abkhassiati peasant was 
a simple man who was not even able to read, but he used 
to carry around the leaflets written and printed.by Stahn 
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concealed in baskets of fruit. Hundreds of simple folk — 
workers and peasants — helped Stalin in his revolutionary 
activities. The close link always maintained between the 
masses and Stalin, the professional underground revolu- 
tionary, the revoiucionary Marxi.t-Leninist, was in itself a 
source of real strength. 

On April 5, 1902, during a meeting of the leading Party 
group, Stalin was arrested by the tsarist police and con- 
signed to Batum prison. But neither in this prison nor 
in the Kutais prison, to which he was transferred, did he 
discontinue his revolutionary activities. He managed to 
establish contact from prison with his comrades still at 
liberty, and assisted them in the same way that Lenin 
assisted his comrades from prison. At the same time Stalin 
worked energetically among the political prisoners. He 
helped them to understand the great teachings of Marx, 
Engels and Lenin, The tsarist government convicted him 
on the charge of being the chief leader and teacher in 
the revolutionary movement of the Batum workers. He 
was also convicted in the case of the Tiflis Social-Demo- 
cratic organization. 

In February, 1903, the first congress of the Cauca- 
sian Social-Democratic organization was held, at which 
the Cauca^^iar' Committee of the was 

formed. Confined behind prison walls, Stalin was elect- 
ed a member of the Caucasian Federal Committee in his 
absence. 

On July 9, 1903, the “decision of His Imperial Majes- 
ty” was promulgated sentencing Stalin to exile in Eastern 
Siberia for three years under open police surveillance. Be- 
fore leaving for exile, he was agam transferred to the 
Batum prison, and it was only towards the end of Novem- 
ber, 1903. that he was sent off to Eastern Siberia, to the 
village of Novaya XJda, Baiagansk District, in the Province 
of Irkutsk. Many have undoubtedly seen the picture of 
Stalin during this period of exile painted recently by one 
of our self-taught artists. He is shown wearing felt boots, 
winter overcoat and fur cap, all covered with snow, stand- 
ing on a high bluff and gazing longingly into the distance 
where lived the men and women with whom he had worted. 

At the time of his first exile, Stalin was already a 
prominent or^ranizer and an outstanding leader of the 
masses. He had become the leader of the Transcaucasian 
Bolsheviks, but his tremendous prestige was not confined 
to Transcaucasia. One of his great services at this period 
was the formation, in conjunction with Lado Ketskhoveii, 
Sasha TSuIukidze, Mikha Tskhakaya and a number of 
other comrades, of the first of the Jsferd-ist Social-Demo- 
cratic committees, the publication of the first illegal lite- 
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rature and the organization of the first secret printtn^r 
plants in Transcaucasia. Another of his services at this 
period was his struggle against the legalists, the “Eco- 
nomists” and the nationalists, a struggle which he waged: 
with as much vigour and energy as Lenin. 

It was during this exile, in 1903, that Stalin and Lenin 
first became acquainted by correspondence. Recalling this 
period when addressing the Lenin memorial meeting at 
the Kremlin Military School on January 28, 1924, Stalin 
said: 

*T first became acquainted with Lenin in 1903. True, 
it was not a personal acquaintance; it was maintained by 
correspondence. But it made an indelible impression 
upon me, one which has never left me throughout all mr 
work in the Party. I was in exile in Siberia at the time. 
My knowledge of Lenin’s revolutionary activities since the 
end of the ’nineties, and especially after 1901, after the 
appearance of Iskra^ had convinced me that in Lenin we 
had a man of extraordinary calibre. I did not regard 
him as a mere leader of the Party, but as its actual founder, 
for he alone understood the inner essence and urgent 
needs of our Party. When I compared him with the 
other leaders of our Party, it always seemed to me that 
he was head and shoulders above his colleagues—Plekha- 
nov, Martov, Axelrod and the others; that, compared with 
them, Lenin was not just one of the leaders, but a leader 
of the highest rank, a mountain eagle, who knew no fear 
in the struggle, and who boldly led the Party forward along 
the unexplored paths of the Russian revolutionary move- 
ment. This impression took such a deep hold of me that 
I felt impelled to write about it to a close friend of mine 
who was living as a political exile abroad, requesting him 
to give me his opinion. Some time later, when I was al- 
ready in exile in Siberia— this was at the end of 1903— I re- 
ceived an enthusiastic letter from my friend and a simple,, 
but profoundly expressive, letter from Lenin, to whom, it 
appeared, my friend had shown my letter, Lenin’s note 
was comparatively short, but it contained a bold and fear- 
less criticism of the practical work of our Party, and a- 
remarkably clear and concise account of the entire plan 
of work of the Party in the immediate future. Only Lenin 
could write of the most intricate things so simply and' 
clearly, so concisely and boldly that every sentence did not 
BO much speak as ring like a rifle shot. This simple and 
bold letter strengthened my opinion that Lenin was the 
mountain eagle of our Party. I cannot forgive myself ttft 
having, from the habit of an old miderground worfeffir*: 
consigned this letter of Lenin’s, like many o^er let^ets^ 
to the flames. 



My acquaintance with Lenin dates from that time.'' 
("Stalin on Lenin'*). 

A careful study of Stalin's early revolutionary activi- 
ties shows that from the end of the 'nineties they were 
closely interwoven with the activities of the founder of 
our Party— Lenin. There were many occasions when Stalin 
had to issue slogans and find solutions to theoretical pro- 
blems quite independently; and in all his activities we de- 
tect the same underlying principles, the same line of con- 
sistent revolutionary Marxism that we find in Lenin. In 
this preparatory period, the eve of the first Russian revo- 
lution, Stalin's activities in Transcaucasia were wholly 
directed towards ensuring the hegemony of the working 
class in the coming revolution. 

In the spring of 1904 Stalin escaped from his place of 
exile in Irkutsk and returned to Batum, but was very soon 
oMiged to leave that city. This is what Natalia Kirtadze 
says in her reminiscences of Stalin's return from exile: 

"‘One night in the early part of 1904, there was a knock 
at my door. It was already past midnight. 

“ ‘Who's there? ' I called. 

“ ‘It's me, let me in.' 

" "Who are you?' 

« "It’s me, Soso.' 

"Tt seemed so incredible that I would not open the 
door until he had given the password: ‘Long live a thou- 
jsand times!’ 

""I asked him how he came to be in Batum. 

"" "I escaped', Soso replied. 

'"Soon after, he left for Tiflis, from where he wrote to 
us several times. Comrade Stalin was then directing the 
activities of the Caucasian Federal Committee. 

“In the spring of 1904, Soso again returned to Batum. 
I>izring this stay he conducted several debates with the 
Mensheviks in the house of Hiko Sharashidze in Bartz- 
Miana.’* 



CHAPTER HI 


ACnVITIBS DURING THE FIRST RUSSIAN REVOLUTION 


The revolutionary movement in Transcaucasia, led br 
the Bolshevik organizations, played a big part in the deve- 
lopment of the first Russian revolution. The mighty re- 
volutionary energy which had been dammed up by the 
tsarist autocracy broke its banks, and in the towns and 
villages of Georgia assumed the form of an impetuous 
mass movement, of a genuine movement of the people. 
The anger of the Georgian masses which had been accu- 
mulating for centuries against their oppressors, their hat- 
red for the landlords, capitalists and tsarist officials found 
expression in revolutionary uprisings in the towns and in 
the coxmtryside, 

A most important role in the leadership of this move- 
ment, in the pohtieal education of the masses, was played 
by Stalin. As we know, he was exiled to Siberia in 1903, 
but in January, 1904, he escaped and returned to Tiffis, 
where he assumed the leadership of the Bolshevik organi- 
zations of Transcaucasia. This was the period in which 
the Bolshevik Party was taking more and more definite 
shape organizationally, ideologically and politically, fol- 
lowing the split at the Second Congress of the B.SDI 1 P.*. , 

Xn all the work of Stalin and Lenin we perc^ve the 
closest affinity of ideas. And this affinity is invariably to 
be observed whenever Stalin had to decide independently 
what course to take amid the rapidly changing events. 

At this period a number of Lenin’s writings helped the 
working class to adopt a correct position on all questions 
relating to the theory and practice of revolution. His book 
“What Is To Be Done? (Little Lenin Library. Vol. 4), 
helped to prepare the Party ideologically; his “One Step 
Forward, Two Steps Back” (English Edition, Lawrence and 
Wishart), developed the principles of organization; his 
“Two Tactics of Social-Democracy in the Democratic Re- 
volution” was a political education in the fundamental 
problems of working-class strategy and tactics. Similarly,, 
a number of writings by Stalin in the period of the tet 
Rushan revolution helped the ideological, organizational 

• The Split in the R,S.D.L.P. See note to page 13. 



and political training of the Bolshevik organization in 
Transcaucasia. Furthermore, the writings of Stalin not 
only popularized the ideas of Lenin, the ideas of Marx and 
Engels, but developed a number of problems independently. 
Taken together, his theoretical writings of this period — 
as, for example, Glance at the Disagreements in the 
Party,” written at the beginning of 1905, the article “Two* 
Conflicts,” published in January, 1906, a series of articles 
under the general title “Anarchism or Socialism” printed 
in the newspapers “Akhali Tskhovreba” (“The New Life”), 
“Akhall Droyeba” (“The New Times”), “Chveni Tskhovreba”’ 
(“The Times”), “Dro” (“The Times”) and a number of 
other articles — give a developed exposition of the teachings 
of Riarxism-Leninism on the principles of dialectical and 
historical materialism, and on the principles of Bolshe- 
vik strategy, tactics and organization. 

Thus, in the period of the first Russian revolution 
Stalin worked hand in hand with Lenin in hammering out 
the Bolshevik line. 

It should be mentioned that a highly important factor 
in the activities of the Bolshevik organizations in Trans- 
caucasia — and not in Transcaucasia alone— was the sec- 
ret printing press in Avlabar. This printing press was set 
up on Stalin’s instructions, and its excellent organization 
singled it out from all the known illegal printing presses. 
For long the police were unable to discover its where- 
abouts, and it was only on April 15, 1906, that it was seized' 
by the authorities. On this press were printed the fol- 
lowing proclamations afid leaflets, most of which were 
written by Stalin: “To the Caucasian Workers,” “What 
Are the Facts?” “Workers of the Caucasus, It is Time for 
Revenge!” “To the Organized Workers of Tifiis,” “To the 
New Recruits,” “Comrades!” “The Beast at Bay,” “Down 
With the War!” “To AU Working Men, Working Women 
and Peasants of the Caucasus,” “To the Reservists,” “The 
Autocracy and the Armenians,” “Social-Democrats on 
Trial,” “To the Workers,” “To the Kakhetinp-Kartalian 
Peasants,” “Brother Soldiers!” “The Latest News,” “To the 
Workers of the First District,” and “Conditions of Labour 
at the Pridonov and Co. Confectionery Factory.” 

This press also printed pamphlets in Russian, Geor- 
gian, Armenian and Azerbaijanian, which were circulated 
not only among the Transcaucasian, but among other Party 
organizations of Russia as well. 

Here is a list of pamphlets printed on the Avlabar* 
press: Lenin, “A Revolutionary-Democratic Dictatorship 
of the Proletariat and Peasantry;’* Lenin, “To the Rural 
Poor” (Lenin: Selected Works, Vol. H); Stalin, “A Glance* 
at the Disagreements in the Party;” Stalin, “Two Con- 
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flicts;” Stalin, “Statement Regarding the All-Bosslan Con- 
ferences of the Minority and Majority;” also "The Peasant 
Movement in Guria;” “Pour Brothers;” “The Working 
Day;” “May Day;” “What Every Worker Should Know and 
Remember;” “Socialism;” “The New Path;” “Statement Re- 
garding the Third Party Congress, Together with the Party 
Rules and Congress Resolutions;” “Rules of the RJS.D.L.P. 
Adopted at the Third Congress;” “Program of the R.SJ9 JjP. 
Adopted at the Second Congress;” “Spiders and Plies;” 
“Revolutionary Songs;” “The Workers and the Political 
System in Russia;” “Our Demands — ^Immediate and 
intimate.” 

The tsarist government regarded it as a big victory 
when the Avlabar printing plant was discovered. We can 
get an Idea of the plant from the following account which 
appeared in the bourgeois newspaper Kavkaz (“Caucasus”) 
of AprU 16, 1906: 

“ ‘Secret Printing Plant.’ On Saturday, April 15, in the 
courtyard of an uninhabited detached house belonging to 
D. Rostomashvili in Avlabar, some 150 or 200 paces from 
the City Hospital tor Contagious Diseases, a well was dis- 
covered some seventy feet deep, which could be descended 
by means of a rope and pulley. At a depth of about fifty 
feet there was a gallery leading to another well, in which 
there was a ladder about thirty-five feet high giving ac- 
cess to a vault situated beneath the cellar of the house. 
In this vault a fuUy-equipped printing plant has been dis- 
covered with twenty cases of Russian, Georgian and Arme- 
nian type, a hand-press costing between 1.500 and 2,000 
rubles, various acids, blasting gelatine and other parapher- 
nalia for the manufacture of bombs, a large quantity of 
illegal literature, the seals of various regiments and gov- 
ernment institutions, as well as an infernal machl na con- 
taining IS lbs. of dynamite. The establishment was illu- 
minated by acetylene lamps and was fitted up with an 
electric signalling system. In a shed in the courtyard 
of the houre, three live bombs, bomb casings an4. RimUaT 
material have been found. Twenty-four persons have 
been arrested at a meeting in the editorial offices of thfe 
newspaper “Elva” (“Lightning”) and chai^d with being 
implicated in this affair. A .search of the “Elva" offices 
revealed a large quantity of illegal literature and leaflets, 
as well as about twenty blank passport forms. The edi- 
torial offices have been sealed up. Since electric wires have 
been discovered issuing from the secret printing plant in 
various directions, excavations are being made in the hope 
of discovering other underground premises. The equipment 
diseovmsd in this printing plant was removed In five 
carts. That same evening three other persons were ar- 



rested in connection with this aSair. All the way to the 
prison the arrested men kept singing the Marseillaise.’* 

The facts revealed in the case of the Avlahar printing 
plant give us an idea of the tremendously varied work 
-undertaken by Stalin in the period of the first revolution. 

As we know, Stalin was unable to attend the Second 
Party Congress because he was in exile, but when he re- 
turned he vigorously set to work to secure the convoca- 
tion of the Third Party Congress. He combated the con- 
ciliators on the Central Committee of the RJ3X)XiP,, and 
when he grew convinced that they were hand in glove 
with the Mensheviks in sabotaging the demand for the 
convocation of the Third Congress, he broke with the Men- 
^^evik-conciliationist Central Committee of the R,SDXbP« 
He exposed the duplicity of Giebov (Noskov), who had been 
elected to the Central Committee at the Second Congress 
as a Bolshevik, but then betrayed the Bolsheviks and help- 
ed the Mensheviks to seize the Central Committee and the 
Central Organ of the Party. 

In November, 1904, a Bolshevik Conference of the Cau- 
casian Committees met in Tifiis, presided over Stalin. 
This conference called for the convocation of the Third 
Party Congress, pointing out that the Congress was essen- 
tial both because it was necessary to establish peace In 
the Party and “because of the conditions of the present 
historical moment, which require exceptional unanimity 
and unity of action on the paxt of the individual sections 
•of the Party for a decisive onslaught against the tsarist 
autocracy.” (L, Beria, **on the Jdxstory of the Bolshevik 
Organizations in Transcaucasia.”) 

In the years 1905-07, Mikha Tskhakaya worked hand 
-in hand with Stalin in guiding the Caucasian Federal Com- 
mittee of the R.SJ1.L.P. Other members of this Commit- 
tee were Sasha Tsulukidze, Stepan Shaumyan, Alyosha 
-Djaparidze, Bogdan Knuniyantz, Philip Makharadze and 
-Mikho Bochoridze. 

In this struggle for a Bolshevik Party Stalin revealed 
-himself as an organizer of outstanding talent, as an inde- 
fatigable propagandist of the ideas of Marxism-Leninl^in 
and a prominent theoretician of scientific Socialism. .The 
Bolsheviks of Transcaucasia had to wage a severe 
against the Mensheviks, who were led by men like Jorda- 
nia, Tsereteli, Ramishvili, Chkheidze and Lomtatldze. 

Stalin and other Bolsheviks constantly toured the cities 
and other large centres of Transcaucasia, debating with 
: Mensheviks, Socialist-Revolutionaries and Anarchists. 

^ Stalin himself visited the chief centres of the movement 
— nflis, Baku, Kutais, Gori, Chiaturi, Khonl, Borchalo and 
other places. During these tours he not only debated wfflti 



Mensheviks and other opponents of the consistent Marx- 
Ist-Leninist line, but also carried on extensive organiza- 
tionai work. In Chiaturi, for example, he formed a Bol- 
shevik regional committee of the Party, On his initia- 
tive, a Bolshevik Imeretino-Mingrelian Committee was 
formed in Kutais to direct the Party organizations of the 
former Kutais Province. Following a debate with the Men- 
sheviks in the Khoni District, a Bolshevik Committee was 
set up at Khoni. In these debates with the opponents of 
Bolshevism, Stsdin astonished his auditors by his calm res- 
traint and manifest confidence in the justice and strength, 
of his cause. Thus, in May, 1905, he spoke at a huge meet- 
ing attended by some two thousand workers at which a 
debate took place with Anarchists, followers of Kropotkin 
— dogeiia, Tsereteli and others. Kekelidze, who was pre- 
sent at this meeting, relates: “The meeting opens. Koba 
(Stalin) speaks first. A long debate ensues . . . Whereas 
each of his opponents stormed and raved. Comrade Koba 
calmly but firmly shattered and demolished all their ar- 
guments. So, here too, the Bolsheviks were victorious: 
the workers supported Comrade Koba unanimously.” (Quot-» 
ed in L. Beria, “On the History of the Bolshevik Organi- 
zations in Transcaucasia.”) 

In December, 1904, the famous Baku strike broke out, 
which was the herald of the first Russian revolution. This 
action of the Baku proletariat served as the signal for 
the glorious actions in Januaiy and February, 1905, all 
over Russia. At the end of 1904 the Baku workers secured; 
the conclusion of a collective bargaining agreement, the 
first of its kind in the history of the Russian labour move- 
ment. The working masses entered the first revolution 
under the slogans of the Bolsheviks, rejecting the i^ogans; 
of the Mensheviks, Socialist-Revolutionaries, Anarchists,.. 
Cadets and Dashnaks.^‘ 

All the fundamental problems of the struggle — orga- 
nizational, theoretical, political and tacticalr— were ex- 
plained to the workers by Stalin in his speeches, leafiets. 
pamphlets and numerous articles. At this time he was 
already a talented propagandist, able to explain the most 
difficult and intricate questions to the workers in a clear 
and comprehensible way. While his expositions were a 
model of simplicity, he always condemned over-simplifi- 
cation, simplification carried to the point of vulgarizatiop. 

This, for instance, is how he explained the principle- 
that changes in ideology never keep pace with changes in 
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the material conditions of life. Imagine, be said, a shoe.-' 
maker who once had his own tiny workshop, but, being 
unable to stand the competition of the big man, is forced 
to close dotvm and take a job, let us say, with Adelkhanov. 
He goes to work in Adelkhanov’s factory, not with the 
idea of becoming a permanent wage worker, but in order 
to pinch and squeeze and save up enough money to open 
liis own workshop again. As you see, the status of this 
shoemaker is already that of a proletarian: his mentality, 
however, is not yet proletarian, but thoroughly petty-bour- 
geois. His non-proletarian status is already a thing of 
the past, but his petty-bourgeois mentality still persists; it 
has not kept pace with his new social status. Thus it is 
the external conditions, the mode of life of men, that 
change first; then their mentality changes in conformity 
with the changed conditions. 

It should now’ be easy to understand how’ important 
materialist theory is for man’s practical activities. Since 
it is a man’s’ economic conditions that change first, and 
his mentality only afterw’ards, in conformity with the eco- 
nomic changes, it is clear that w^e must seek for the basis 
of any particular ideal not in people’s minds or imagina- 
tions, but in the development of economic conditions. Only 
those ideals are suitable and tenable which are based on 
a study of economic conditions, and all ideals which ig- 
nore economic conditions, which do not take account of the 
development of economic conditions, are unsuitable and 
untenable. 

If man’s mentality, morals and habits spring from ex- 
ternal conditions, if legal and political forms are unsuit- 
able because of their economic implications, it is clear that 
in order to bring alx)ut a fundamental change in the mo- 
rals, habits and political system of a people we must help* 
to bring about a fundamental change in economic rela- 
tionships. 

Thus we see how Stalin, proceeding from the particu- 
lar case of a shoemaking who has lost his economic inde- 
pendence, was able +o explain profound and far-reachbag 
philc^phical generalizations. 

Here is another example. Stalin was criticizing the- 
theory known as economic materialism. He asked the ad- 
vocates of this vulgar materialism where, when, on what 
planet, and by which Marx was it said that ‘‘man’s ideo- 
logy is determined by the food he eats*” He. challenged 
his opponents to cite a single statement, a single passage 
from the works of Marx in support of their contentions. 
True, Marx did say that man’s mentality, his ideology, Is' 
determined by economic conditions* But where did .he 
say that economic conditions. and food are one and the same- 



thing? Was it not obvious that a physiological category 
hke food was completely diSerent from a sociological 
category? 

Stalin fought consistently against what was called 
^^Zubatovism”; an attempt to introduce amongst the work- 
ers trade unions run by the police, which, under the lead- 
ership of the brothers Shendrikov, had gained a foothold 
in Baku. 

Of outstanding importance were his activities in pre- 
paring for armed insurrection, in which he attributed the 
utmost importance to the arming of the workers. He 
assisted Kamo Petrosyan, the famous Caucasian hero, In 
03^ani2dng the supply of arms. 

At the Third Party Congress, the Tran'-caucasian Bol- 
sheviks were represented by Comrade Mikha T5khaka3ra, 
who reported on the revolutionary movement in the Cau- 
casus. The Congress passed a special resolution dealing 
with the events in the Caucasus, which ran: 

**Whereas 

” 1) the special social and political conditions prevailing 
in the Caucasus have favoured the formation there of the 
.most militant organizations of our Party; 

**2) the revolutionary movement among the majority 
of both the urban and the rural population of the Cau- 
canis has already reached the pitch of a countrywide up- 
rising against the autocracy; 

the autocratic government is already dispatching 
troops and artillery to Guria in preparation for the most 
xuthless suppression of all the important centres of the 
uprising; 

“4) a victory for the autocracy over a popular upris- 
ing in the Caucasus, which may be facilitated by the fact 
.that the population consists of non-Russian nationalities, 
would be extremely detrimental to the success of the up- 
rising in Russia generally; 

**Therefore the Third Congress of the RJS.DXP., speak- 
ing in the name of the class-conscious proletariat of Rus- 
sia, sends ardent greetings to the heroic proletariat and 
peasantry of the Caucasus, and instructs the Central Com- 
mittee and the local committees of the Party to take ener- 
getic measures to ensure the most widespread dissemina- 
tion of information regarding the situation in the Cau- 
casus by means of pamphlets, meetings, workers’ assem- 
blies, group discussions, etc., and also to give timely sup- 
rpcrrt to the Caucasus by every means at their disposed." 

When Sasha Tsulukidze died in the summer of 1905, 
Stalin delivered an address at his graveside which made an 
ind^ble Impression on all who heard it. 

A most important part in the formation of the Bol- 





shevlfc organizations and of the Bolshevik Ideology !rt 
Transcaucasia was played by the newspaper “Proletariafcis 
Brdzola” (“The Struggle of the Proletariat”), founded by 
Stsilin and printed on the secret Avlabar printing press. 
Some of the articles in this newspaper were reprinted by 
Lenin in the Proletary (“The Proletarian”), the central 
organ of the Bolsheviks. 

The seventh issue of the “Proletariatis Brdzola,” Sep- 
tember 1, 1904, contains a very fine article entitled “The 
Social-Democratic View on the National Question.” It has 
a very close affinity with Stalin’s classical work, “Marxism 
and the National Question,” written at a later date. The 
article points out that at different times nationalism serves 
different interests and assumes different hues, depending 
on which class gives it prominence, and when. 

He combated the federalist tendencies of the bourgeois 
nationalists, which the Mensheviks shared. He ar^ed that 
the victory of the proletariat demanded the unity of all 
workers, irrespective of nationality, and that national par- 
titions must be broken down and the Russian, Georgian, 
Armenian, Polish, Jewish and oth<=^r proletarians closely 
amalgamated as an essential condition for the victory of 
the proletariat nU **.0 sn In opposition to the policy 
of the federalists, which would set up partitions between 
the working people of the various nationalities (between 
the Georgians and Armenians), Stalin called for closer unity, 
closer contact between the proletarians of the various na- 
tionalities of Russia, Step by step, he proved the falsity 
of the federalists’ arguments. In 1905 he upheld the de- 
mand for the right of nations to self-determination and 
carried on a controversy with* the Georgian periodical 
“Sakartvelo,” which claimed to be a Socialist organ while in 
reality advocating a bourgeois-nationalist programme. 

The federalists in Transcaucasia pursued roughly the 
same policy as the Bund and the Polish Socialist Party in 
Poland: they were out for a party organization built on 
national lines and rejected the centralist principle of organ- 
ization. Stalin called for a bold struggle against ail ha^ 
tionalist divisions and for the creation of a single 
ers* party. 

When the first Russian revolution broke out, the Avla- 
bar printing plant issued a fiery proclamation in the name 
of the Caucasian Federal Committee of the ItS.D.LP., en- 
titled “Workers nf tho It Is Time For Revengei* 

It pointed out that the storm was rising that heralded the 
dawn, and that the moment was not far off when the* 
Russian revolution sw<^ep the sinister tl^one of the 

tsar from the face of the earth. For that moment the pro- 
clamation called upon the people to prepare. 



“Proletariatis Brdzola” waged a constant struggle 
against the bourgeois liberals. Its eighth issue contains 
an article entitled ‘'They Have Dropped the Mask” attack- 
ing the constitution proposed by the bourgeois liberals and 
giving a profound analysis of their subtle policy Of deceit. 

On March 26, 1905, a leaflet appeared— “What Are the 
Facts?”— printed in the Avlabar plant. It exposed the 
foolishness of the liberals’ claim that a political “spring” 
had arrived in Russia. It jointed out that the proletariat 
was rallying all who were discontented with the tsarist re- 
gime and was leading them in storming the fortress of 
tsarism. It reviewed the events of the preceding months 
and drew the conclusion that the real standard bearer 
and mainstay of the revolutioii was the proletariat. The 
leaflet called for the consolidation of the Party and for 
preparations for armed uprising. We must be ready the mo- 
ment the Party gives the signal, it said, to launch the up- 
rising and attack the arsenal, the banks, the post-ofiSce, the 
telegraph office and the railways, and to see to it that as 
far as possible all this is done simultaneously in all the 
chief centres, so as to give the government no opportunity 
to take measures to avert its doom. 

An article entitled “Armed Insurrection and Our Tac- 
tics” in the second issue of ‘Troletariatis Brdzola,” July 15. 
1905, declared that the revolution was spreading far and 
wide, and that the time was not far ofl when the revo- 
lutionary storm would burst over Russia in a mighty de- 
luge, and sweep away all that was decrepit and foul, the 
tsarist autocracy with it. 

The “Proletariatis Brdzola” waged a controversy 
against the opportunist Mensheviks, who argued that the 
movement was a spontaneous one in justification of their 
refusal to lift a finger to help organize revolt. The paper 
condemned the Menshevik slogan of Martov — arm the peo- 
ple .. . with a. sense of the burning need for self-arma- 
ment! — and set forth the Bolshevik view on the question 
of armed uprising: 

“The necessity for widespread agitation and propa- 
ganda, the necessity for political leadership of the prole- 
tariat is an understood thing! To go no further than a 
general indication of this kind is either an evasicm of a 
direct answer to life’s question, or a manifestation of com- 
plete inability to adapt one’s tactics to the requirements 
Idbe growing revolutionary struggle. Of course, we must 
redouble our political agitation; the Social-Democratic 
Party must try to subordmate to its own influence not 
only the broad masses of the proletariat, but also those 
broad sections of the ‘people’ who are gradually joining 
the revolution; we must try to popularize the necessity of 



insurrection among all classes of the population, but this 
is not the only thing we must do! If the proletariat is to 
use the approaching revolution for the purposes of its 
own class struggle, for the purpose of achieving the demc- 
‘jcratic system that would guarantee it the greatest suc- 
cess in the further struggle, for Socialism, it must b^cme 
not only the chief nucleus of the opposition, but also the 
guide and leader of the insurrection. The technical leader- 
ship and the organization of an all-Russian insurrection 
is precisely the new task which events put before the pro- 
letariat, and if our Party wants to be the real political 
leader of the working class, it must not and cannot re- 
nounce this duty. .... 

“Only such an all-round preparation for insurrecticn 
can ensure to the Social-Democratic Party the leading role 
in the forthcoming struggle of the people against the auto- 
cracy. Only complete fighting preparedness will make it 
possible for the proletariat to transform individual claves 
with the police and the troops into a nation-wide insur- 
rection to replace the tsarist government by a provisioxml 
revolutionary government. The organized proletariat 
contrary to all 'khvostists,** will use all its forces to secure 
for itself both the technical and the political leadership of 
the insurrection, this essential condition for using the ap- 
proaching revolution in the interests of its class struggle.” 
<L. Beria, “On the History of the Bolshevik Organizations 
in Transcaucasia.”) 

“Proletariatis Brdzola” followed Iskra. in calling for 
real measures of the most energetic kind to arm the pro- 
letariat It called for the formation of ^>ecial combatant 
groups to collect arms for the people and train them In 
their use, and to be ready at a moment's notice to come 
out into the streets, head the masses and put up armed 
resistance to the attacks of the Black Hundreds ** and all 
the other reacticmary elements led by the government. 

“Proletariatis Brd 25 oIa” urged that a plan for the up- 
rising should be drawn up in every district, that the most 
vuMerable spots in the armour of the adversary should be 
sought out. that the points from which to begin the at- 
tack shoidd be decided in advance, that forces ^ouid be 
properly distributed throu^out the district and a thorough 
stiTdy made of its topography. Only such ^cwrough and 
comprehensive preparations could ensure victory. 

Thus, in the first issue of ^Troietarlatis Brdzola” we 
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find an article entitled '*A Provisional Revolutionary Gov- 
ernment and our Tactics’* which, like all the other artic^es^ 
in this paper, fully coincide with Lenin’s views on vital 
questions of proletarian tactics. At that time the Men- 
sheviks were publishing their own paper In Transcaucasia^ 
called the “Sotsial-Demokrat.” The “Proletariatis Brdzola” 
conducted a continual controversy with the Menshevik 
•^tsial-Demokrat” and exposed the opportunist and anti- 
revolutionary line of the Mensheviks. 

Speaking of the Mensheviks* fear to take part in an 
eventual revolutionary government, the “Proletariatls 
Brdzola” declared: 

" ‘The Bakunists,’ Engels said, ‘for years had been 
propagating the idea that all revolutionary action from 
above downward was pernicious, and that everything must 
be organized and carried out from below upward.’ Is it 
not from the Anarchists that our new Iskra-ists and thetr 
disciples on the “Sotsial-Demokrat” have learnt their poli- 
tical wisdom?” 

An article entitled “The Tsar’s Edict and, the Popular 
Revolution,” which appeared in the eleventh issue of “Pro- 
letarlatis Brdzola,” August 15, 1905, exposed the true mean- 
ing of the tsar’s edict announcing the convocation of a 
popular assembly, a Duma, based on a franchise law drawn 
up by Minister Bulygin. The article analysed the edict 
point by point, showing that the right to vote in the elec- 
tions to this popular assembly did not extend to the pro- 
letariat and that the electoral rights of the peasants were 
not guaranteed either. It pronounced the edict a man- 
oeuvre of the tsarist government, an attempt to rally alT 
the dark forces of reaction, and called for a boycott of the' 
Bulygin Duma. This boycott was actively and successfully 
carried out by the Bolsheviks. 

This same issue contained an article entitled “Social- 
Democrats and a Provisional Revolutionary Government,” 
which convincingly put forward the Bolshevik view that 
the Socisd-Democrats should take part in a provisional re- 
volutionary government. 

The next issue, the twelfth, dated October 15, 1905,, 
contained an article entitled “Reaction Is Spreading,” 
lowing that the tsarist government was making every 
effort to crush the popular revolution. “Bullets for the 
proletariat, false promises for the peasantry, ‘rights’ for 
the big bourgeoisie — such are the weapons with which the 
reaction is arming.” 

This article was written before the countrywide strike 
of CMobet, 1905. But Stalin and his colleagues in the Gau- 
Pederation of the R.SDXJP. had a clear grasp of 
what was going on and were able to guide the masses ac- 





cordingiy. They pointed out that a new wave of revolu- 
tion was about to sw’eep the country and that the Septem- 
ber events in Moscow and St. Petersburg were its fore- 
runners. The article condemned the Mensheviks for de- 
ludhig themselves into believing that there was any like- 
lihood of a Constituent Assembly with full powers being 
called as long as tsarism existed, and it once again called 
for preparations for a general armed uprising, for. it de- 
clared, a successful armed uprising Vv*as the only hope of 
salvation for the people.. 

Another article in the same issue — '‘The Bourgeoisie 
Are Setting a Trap*’ — exposed the Congress of Zemstvos 
and Cities held in the middle of September, 1905. It was 
at this congress that the so-called Party of National Free- 
dom, or the Constitutional-Democratic Party (the Cadets) 
w’as formed. The "Proletariatis Brdzola” showed that the 
Cadets were neither Socialists nor democrats, for they de- 
tested both the Socialist movement and the idea of a de- 
mocratic republic. In actual fact the Cadets were simply 
out to strengthen the tsarist throne. All they wanted was 
to curtail certain of the tsar’s prerogatives, and that only 
on condition that these prerogatives w^ere transferred to. 
the bourgeoisie. 

The article pointed out that the Caucasian Menshe- 
viks w^ere merely trailing after the Cadets, and that in 
their organ, the ‘‘Sotsial-Demokrat,” they were setting a 
trap for the working people similar to the one contained 
in the Cadet programme. 

Beria’s book, “On the History of the Bolshevik Orga- 
nizations in Transcaucasia,” contains numerous quota- 
tions from Comrade Stalin’s articles against the Menshe- 
viks published in “Proletariatis Brdzola” and other perio- 
dicals. 

When the Mensheviks began an attack on Lenin and 
the Bolsheviks in the “Sostial-Demokrat,” Stalin, in the 
eleventh issue of “Proletariatis Brdzola,” published his 
“Beply to a Social-Democrat,” which Lenin praised highly, 
and on his advice the Proletary reprinted Stalin’s article 
“The Third Congress Before the Court of the Caucasian 
Mensheviks.” 

After the Manifesto of October 17, 1905, which the 
Mensheviks hailed as a victory, Stalin attacked the Menshe- 
viks at a meeting in Nadzalade^d, Tiflis. In 1929 the Kom- 
znunlst (No. 294) printed the reminiscences of one who 
was present at this meeting: 

“At this moment Comrade Koba (Stalin) mounted the 
platform and addressed the audience: ‘You have one bad 
habit,’ he said, 'of which I must plainly warn you. No mat- 
ter who comes forward, and no matter what he says, you 
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invariably greet him with hearty applause. If he says, 
^‘Long live freedom!'— you applaud; if he says, '‘Long live 
the revolution!^'— you applaud. And that is quite right. 
But when somebody comes along and says, "Down v/ith 
arms!” — you applaud that too. What chance is there of 
a revolution succeeding without arms? And what sort of 
revolutnonary is he who cries: "Down with arms!”? The 
speaker who said that is probably a Tolstoyan, not a re- 
voiutionar\^ But, whoever he is, he is an enemy of the 
revolution, an enemy of liberty for the people.’ There 
was a stir among the audience, ‘Who is he?' people asked. 
‘How bitterly he talks!' ‘The tongue of a Jacobin!’ Koba 
went on: ‘What do we really need in order to win? We 
need tliree things, understand that and bear it well in mind 
— ^the first is arms, the second is arms, and the third is 
arms and arms again.’ 

"There was a loud outburst of applause, and the sneaker 
left the platform.” 

In this very important period of the history of the 
Russian revolution, as throughout the whole subsequent 
history of the Bolshevik Party, we find complete agree- 
ment in the thoughts and actions of Lenin and Stalin— 
those two brilliant masters of the art of revolution. 

" In the fight against the Mensheviks of Transcaucasia 
Comrade Stalin supported, explained and propagated 
Lenin's theory of revolution, the Bolshevik strategic slogan 
of the democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and the 
peasantry, the idea of the growing over of the bourgeois- 
democratic revolution into the Socialist revolution, and 
pointed out the tactical tasks of the proletariat.” (L. Beria, 
"On the History of the Bolshevik Organizations in Trans- 
caucasia''.). 

In November, 1905, there met under Comrade Stalin's 
leadership the Fourth Bolshevik Conference of the Cau- 
casian Federation of the R.SJ).L.P., at which the Baku, 
Imeretino-Mingrelian, Tiflis and Batum Committees and 
the Guria Group were represented. It was decided to 
make vigorous preparations for armed insurrection and to 
adopt a number of organizational measures towards tliis 
end. 

The Tammerfors Bolshevik Conference was held not 
long before the outbreak of the uprising. It was my great 
fortune to be present at this Conference; which was at- 
tended by Lenin and Stalin, and to work with Stalin on 
the commission for drawing up the political resolution. It 
is to be regretted that not even a pamphlet has vet been 
wnrttten about this Conference. Many of the documents 
relating to it have actually been lost, and our historians 
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should make it their business to reconstruct a Picture of 
this Conference. 

It was here that Stalin first met Lenin, and he gives 
us an account of this meeting in which he draws an un- 
forgettable portrait. 

“I first met Lenin,” Stalin says, “in December, 1905, 
at the Bolshevik Conference in Tammerfors (Finland). I 
was hoping to see the mountain eagle of our Party, the 
great man, great not only politically, but, if you will, phy- 
sically, because in my imagination I pictured Lenin as a 
giant, stately and imposing. What, then, was my disap- 
pointment to see a most ordinary-looking man, below ave- 
rage height, in no way, literally in no way, distinguishable 
from ordinary mortals 

“It is accepted as the usual thing for a ‘great man' to 
come late to meetings so that the assembly may await his 
appearance with bated breath; and then, just before the 
great man enters, the warning goes up: ‘Hush! . . .Silence! 
. . . He's coming’. This rite did not seem to me super- 
fluous, because it creates an impression, inspires respect. 
What, then was my disappointment to learn that Lenin 
had arrived at the Conference before the delegates, had 
settled himself somewhere in a comer and was unassum- 
ingly carrying on a conversation, a most ordinary conver- 
sation with the most ordinary delegates at the Confer- 
ence. I will not conceal from you that at that time this 
seemed to me to be rather a violation of certain essential 
rules. 

“Only later did I realize that this simplicity and mod- 
esty, this striving to remain unobserved, or, at least, not 
to make himself conspicuous and not to emphasize his high 
position — ^that this feature was one of Lenin's strongest 
points as the new leader of the new masses, of the simple 
and ordinary masses, of the very ‘rank and of huma- 
nity.” (“Stalin on Lenin.”) 

Stalin also describes another characteristic of Lenin's: 

“The two speeches Lenin delivered at this Conference 
were remarkable: one was on the political situation and 
the other on the agrarian question. Unfortunately, they 
have not been preserved. They were inspired, and they 
roused the whole Conference to a pitch of stormy enthu- 
siasm. The extraordinary power of conviction, the sim- 
plicity and clarity of argument, the brief and easily under- 
standable sentences, the absence of affectation, of dizzy- 
ing gestures and theatrical phrases aiming for effect — all 
this made Lenin's speech a favourable contrast to the 
speeches of the usual ‘parliamentary' orator. 

“But what captivated me at the time was not these 
ieatures of Lenin's speeches. I was captivated by that ix- 
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resistible force of logic in them which, although somewhat 
terse, thoroughly overpowered his audience, gradually 
electrified it. and then, as the saying goes, captivated it 
completely. I remember that many of the delegates said: 
‘The logic of Lenin's speeches is like a mighty tentacle 
which seizes you on all sides as in a vice and from v/hose 
grip you are powerless to tear yourself away: you must 
either surrender or make up your mind to utter defeat.’ 

‘T think that this characteristic of Lenin's speeches 
was the strongest feature of his art as an orator.” (Ibid.) 

These remarkable features of Lenin's character are 
shared by Stalin, They are manifested in his activities, 
in his constant work of training the members of the Party 
and of the Young Communist League to be political leaders 
of the Leninist type. 

The defeat of the December uprising did not shake 
the determination of the Bolsheviks. At this trying and 
Gifidcult moment Stalin set an example of revoiutionaiy 
firmness and perseverance. His pamphlet ‘"Two Conflicts,” 
written in January, 1906, is a splendid piece of work. The 
two conflicts were January 9, 1905— Bloody Sunday — and 
the uprising of December, 1905. On January 9 the work- 
ers had “marched in peaceful procession” to the tsar's 
palace to plead for “bread and justice.” They came in 
their simple faith, carrying icons and portraits of the tsar. 
But the tsar reduced their hopes to ashes. The proleta- 
riat of St. Petersburg took to arms. After Bloody Sunday, 
the workers said: “The tsar gave it to us; we’ll now give 
it to him!” 

But the January actions of the St. Petersburg proleta- 
riat had not received determined support from the prole- 
tariat and the peasantry of the whole country. The move- 
ment was not simultaneous and was not guided by a single 
aim. The Party was still in process of formation and was 
weakened by internal dissension. 

December, 1905, however, presented an entirely differ- 
ent picture: eleven months of turbulent revolutionary 
events had not failed to have their effects on the em- 
battled proletariat. It was no longer icons and portraits 
of the tsar that the workers carried, but red flags and por- 
traits of Marx and Engels; and it was no longer religious 
hymns and “God Save the Tsar” they marched to, but the 
powerful strains of the Marseillaise and other revolution- 
ary songs. They already had arms, although all too few. 
And whereas in January the movement had been l^d by 
Father Gapon, now it was led by the party of the proleta- 
riat. But the tragedy was that the Party was disunited 
and the proletariat split. Another mistake pointed out by 
Stalin was that in the Moscow^ uprising the workers pur- 
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£ued defensive, instead of offensive tactics. 

The conclusion Stalin drew was that the future suc- 
cess of the movement demanded unity in the ranks of the 
revolutionary proletariat. ‘Tn a word,’* he said, “what vic- 
tory of the uprising demands is a united party, an armed 
uprising organized by the party, and a policy of attack.'’ 
(L. Beria, “On the History of the Bolshevik Organizations 
in Transcaucasia. V' 

Replying to the whining of the Mensheviks that the 
proletariat had been vanquished, Stalin went on to say; 

“No, comrades! The proletariat has not been van- 
quished, but has retreated for a time and now it is getting 
ready for a new and glorious assault. The Russian prole- 
tariat wall not haul down its blood-dyed banner; it has 
been and will be the only worthy leader of the great Rus- 
sian revolution.” (Ibid.) 

In 1906 Stalin was a delegate to the Fourth (Unity) 
Congress of the Party. In the splendid speech he made 
there he formulated our main diSerences with the Men- 
sheviks; “Either the hegemony of the proletariat,” he 
said, “or the hegemony of the democratic bourgeoisie — ^that 
is how the question stands in the Party, and that is where 
our diSerences lie.” 

The underlying diSerences did indeed centre round the 
role of the classes, the role of the proletariat, and, con- 
sequently, the role of the Party. The friendship which, 
had arisen between Stalin and Lenin before they had met, 
a friendship based on community of ideas, was reinforced 
at this Congress of the RJSJDJhP. 

A pamphlet by Stalin which appeared at this time, 
entitled “The Present Situation and the Unity Congress 
of the Workers’ Party,” was entirely directed against the 
Mensheviks and defended the position of Lenin; while in 
a number of articles by Stalin which appeared in various 
issues of the newspaper “Elva” (signe'd' I. Bessoshvili), 
Lenin’s position at the Fourth Congress, and on the agra- 
rian question in particular was stoutly supported. 

As we know the unity achieved at the Fourth Party 
Congress was only a formal unity. Actually, both the Bol- 
she'^s and the Mensheviks retained their own views and 
their own independent organizations. Indeed the oppor- 
tunism of the Mensheviks became more and more pro- 
nounced, and the Bolsheviks were forced to work for a 
split with them, in order to isolate the Menshevik leaders 
and win over the Social-Democratic workers. 

Shortly after the Fourth Party Congress, Stalin suc- 
ceeded in securing the formation of a Bolshevik Regional 
Bureau in Transcaucasia. Through this Bolshevik centre 


37 



he developed a vigorous struggle for the convocation of a 
new Party Congress, the most important function of which 
v;as to be to achieve real unity in the Party under the 
banner of revolutionary Marxism. 

At the Fifth (London) Congress, Stalin continued to 
expose the fraudulent intrigues of the Mensheviks, and 
after the Congress published a report of its proceedings 
entitled ‘'The London Congress of the Russian Social-De- 
mocratic Party (“Notes of a Delegate”).* This account 
gave a complete picture of the work of the Fifth Congress 
and of the struggle that took place at it. 

In Stalin’s opinion, the most important result of this 
Congress was that “it led, not to a split, but to the closer 
amalgamation of the Party, the closer union of the fore- 
most workers of all Russia in one indivisible party. It was 
an all-Russian Unity Congress in the true sense of the 
word. . . . 

“The actual unification of the advanced workers of all 
Russia into a single all-Russian party under the banner 
of revolutionary Social-Democracy— that is the significance 
of the London Congress, that is its general character.” 

The London Congress took place at a moment when 
the tsarist government was preparing for the coup d’etat 
of June 3, which was to disperse the Second State Duma. 
The Bolshevik organizations were being smashed by the 
authorities, the revolutionary wave was clearly subsiding, 
the reaction had taken the offensive, and the revolution 
had temporarily retreated. Lenin and Stalin at this period 
called for preparations for a new rise of the tide, they 
taught how to fight under the new conditions, how to fight 
so as to ensure victory for the Party with the coming of 
the new turn of the tide, which was inevitable. In spite of 
the offensive of the reaction, Stalin carried on intensive 
work, this time in the oil city— Baku. 

This is what he himself tells us of this period in “Zarya 
Vostoka” of June 10, 1926: 

“Two years of revolutionary activities among the oil 
workers had served to steel me as a practical fighter and 
as one of the practical leaders. My close contacts with 
advanced Baku workers, such as Vatsek and Saratovets, 
on the one hand, the acute and stormy conflicts between the 
workers and the oil owners, on the other, had taught me 
for the first time to know what leading large masses of 
workers meant. There, in Baku, I thus received my se- 
cond revolutionary baptism of fire.” 

♦^NOTBS OF A DELEGATE. Ttis article Has been printed as a preface to the 
Ifiucteti of the Fifth Congress of the R.S.D.L.P., and those ^vlio are studying this period 
win find in it the fullest description of this Congress which ended in a victory for l*B© 
Bc^sheviks. 
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Working in Baku in this difficult period of reaction. 
Stalin displayed his ability as organizer and propagandist 
to a greater degree than ever. Indeed, his greatest service 
to the revolutionary cause at this time was ^that he won 
over the Baku workers to the cause of Bolshevism. 

Thus we find that during the period of the pxst Rus- 
sian revolution Stalin worked hand in hand with Lenin 
ill building up our Bolshevik Party. During this period he 
made valuable contributions in the theoretical field, inde- 
pendently working out the theory of the national problem 
and of Socialism in new conditions. He also made inde- 
pendent contributions to the philosophy of Marxism-Leni- 
nism. In this period, too, he led the revolutionary move- 
ment in Transcaucasia, displaying tremendous enerp^ and 
expert knowledge in building the Bolshevik or^nization. 
Finally he organized a secret Marxist press for Transcau- 
casia, whose influence was immense. , i. 

It is interesting to note that, when Karl Kautsky pub- 
lished in Germany his pamphlet on the motive farces of 
the Russian Revolution, both Lenin and Stalin brought ouw 
translations, simultaneously but independently. More- 
over, they both contributed prefaces, which reveal tne com- 
plete identity of their ideas at this time. These two great 
masters of the art of revolution vigorously combated all 
opportunist ideas in the working-class movement, and 
fought for the hegemony of the proletariat in the revo- 
lution, the hegemony of Marxism in the revolutionary 
movement. 
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CHAPTER IV 


ACTIVITIES IN THE PERIOD OF REACTION 


It was comparatively easy to work when the tide of 
revolution was running high, when every breast was filled 
with elation, when vast masses poured into the streets 
arid filled them with the passion of revolutionary struggle: 
but it was far znore difficult to work in the Party organiza- 
tions in the period when the tide of revolution was sub- 
siding, in the period of reaction, under the regime of Minis- 
ter Stoi5T3in. Recalling this period in his article “On the 
Tenth Anniversary of the Pravda,” published in that paper 
on May 5, 1922, Stalin WTOte: 

“The young members of the Party have not, of course, 
experienced and do not remember the charms of this re- 
gime. As for the old members, they no doubt will remem- 
ber the punitive expeditions, of accursed memory, the 
robber raids on the workers’ organizations, the wholesale 
flogging of peasants, and, as a screen to cover all this, the 
Black-Hundred and Cadet Duma. A fettered public opi- 
nion, general weariness and apathy, want and despair 
among the workers, down-trodden and cowed peasants, 
amidst the general orgy of the police-landlord-capitalist 
blood-hounds— such were the characteristic features of the 
Stolypin pacification. . . . 

“The triumph of the knout and of ignorance was com- 
plete. ‘An abomination of desolation’— that is how the 
political life of Russia was then characterized.” 

The tyrannical tsarist governors in revenge for the 
fright they had got in the period when the revolution was 
at its height, tried to terrorize the working people, and 
take vengeance on them for 1905. The streets of towns and 
villages ran with blood. Punitive expeditions wrecked the 
revolutionary centres. In 1907, in the Tiflis and Kutais 
Provinces alone— the most outstanding centres of the re- 
volutionary movement in Transcaucasia in the period of 
the first revolution— 3,074 persons were deported by admi- 
nistrative order. At this period Stalin was working in 
Baku, and in spite of all the difficulties of the situation 
he remained at liberty until March, 1908. All through this 
period he kept up a ceaseless activity. 
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in Baku, as everywhere else in Russia, the employers, 
too, tried to rob the workers of their revolutionary gains. 
In a ‘‘Letter from the Caucasus,” published in the eleventh 
issue of the Bolshevik illegal organ, the “Sotsial-Demokrat” 
(of February 13, 19101 Stalin described the condition of the 
Baku proletariat in the period of reaction as foliov/s: 

“ r . . Far from subsiding, the economic repressions are, 
on the contrary, growing more and more severe. ‘Bonuses’ 
and rent allowances are being taken away. Work in three 
shifts (of eight hours each.j is being replaced by work in 
two shifts (of twelve hours each) and compulsory overtime is 
becoming a regular system. Medical aid and expenditures 
for schools are being cut to a minimum (wliile the oil mag- 
nates spend over 600,000 rubles annually on the police!). 
The public dining-rooms and people’s halls have already 
been taken away. The oil-held and factory commissions 
and the trade unions are being completely ignored, dis- 
missals of class-conscious comrades are continuing as be- 
fore. Pines and thrashings are being resumed.” (Quoted 
in L. Beria, ‘'On the History of the Bolshevik Organiza- 
tions in Transcaucasia”.) 

But this was later, in 1909 and 1910; in 1907 and 1908 
the working-class movement in Baku was still at such a 
height that the employers did not yet dare to hurl the 
full weight of their reprisals against the workers. The 
strength of the Bolshevik workers’ organizations at that 
time was revealed in the fact that it was possible to con- 
tinue publication of the “ Bakinsky Proletary ” (“ The Baku 
Proletarian” ) 

The “Gudok” (“The Siren”) continued to appear le- 
gally; Sergo Orjonikidze said of this newspaper that while 
in Russia reaction, the silence of the grave, reigned sup- 
reme, the revolutionary "Siren” continued to sound in Baku 
and was heard all over the country. 

During this period Sergo Orjonikidze, Kliment Voro- 
shilov, Alyosha Djaparidze, Stopani, Suren Spandaryan, 
Stepan Shaumyan, Vanya Fioletov, V. P. Nogin (Makar), 
Vatsek, Alliluyev, Gvantsaladze (ApostoD, Radus-Zenkovich 
(Egor) and others worked at various times with Stalin in 
Baku. Voroshilov was secretary of the Oil Workers’ Union 
in the Bibi-Eibat District and worked as a boiler-maker for 
the Oleum Co. That Voroshilov would command the So- 
cialist Red Army in a land covering one-sixth of the globe 
or that the men who were organizing the Baku workers 
would be the organizers and builders of the first Socialist 
State were thoughts far from the minds of the Baku oil 
magnates, the Mantashevs, Lianozovs, Rothschilds and 
Nobels. 

For the puiT)Ose of directing all the work in Baku the 
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Bolsheviks had set up a Baku Committee, with an Execu- 
tive Bureau headed by Stalin. Every district in Baku had 
its District Committee. In addition, the Gummet organi- 
zation was established to carry on work among the Mo- 
hammedan workers. Ke worked in all the districts, but he 
vrorked particularly in those w-here a determined struggle 
had to he waged against the Mensheviks, who were also 
trying to establish a permanent centre in, Baku. In parti- 
cular, he carried on important work in the Bibi-Eibart Dis- 
trict, where the Mensheviks had entrenched themselves and 
where even remnants of the Shendrikov organization still 
survived. The activities of the Baku Committee bad also 
played a highly important part in the revolutionary move- 
ment of the Russian proletariat in the proceeding years. 
In an article entitled “The Conference and the Workers/'^ 
Stalin later gave the following description of the part play- 
ed by the Baku organization in the w^orking-class move- 
ment: 


“The first general strike in Baku, in the spring of 1903. 
marked the beginning of the famous July strikes and de- 
monstrations in the southern cities of Russia; the second 
general strike, in November and December of 1904, serv- 
ed as a signal for the glorious struggles of January and 
February throughout Russia; in 1905 the Baku proletariat, 
rapidly recovering from the Armenian-Tatar massacre, 
throws itself into the struggle, infecting ‘the whole Cau- 
casus' with its enthusiasm; from 1906 on, even after the 
retreat of the revolution, Baku does not ‘qtrieten down,' 
and carries out its proletarian May Day celebrations every 
year better than any other place in Russia, evoking a feel- 
ing of noble envy in other towns.” (Quoted in-L. Beria, “On 
the History of the Bolshevik Organizations in Trans- 
caucasia”.) 


The legal and illegal Bolshevik literature of that pe- 
riod, particularly the leaflets and articles written by Stalin 
and printed iij the secret printing plants in Transcaucasia, 
show how great was the influence of the Bolsheviks at that 
time. Mass debate meetings, in which Stalin, Voroshi- 
lov, Orjonikidze and others took part and opposed the Men- 
sheviks, Socialist-Revolutionaries and Anarchists were or- 
ganized on a fairly wide scale. 

^mediately after the Fifth (London) Congress of the 
R.SJJ.LP., and after the dissolution of the Second State 
Duma, the Mensheviks hastened to dissolve the combatant 
organizations of the Baku workers. The Bolsheviks pro- 
tested against this and restored these organizations. 


Fir^ ^ all, Stalin strove to create a leading political 
centre m Baku that would be elected by the Party mem- 
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foership, be connected with all district organizations and 
enjoy the confidence of the membership. 

In a leaflet written in August, 1907, by Stalin and sign- 
ed by the Organization Commission covering the Balakhan, 
Bibi-Eibat, Cherny Gorod, Beiy Gorod and Morskoy Dis- 
tricts, as well as the Mohammedan Gummet Group of the 
Baku organizations of the R.SX).LP., he called upon the 
workers to reject the leadership of the Menshevik centre, 
which had no contact with the masses, pursued an oppor- 
tunist policy and did not in any way reflect the opinion 
and temper of the Baku proletariat. The Baku proletariat 
felt a legitimate distrust of this centre, which not only 
failed to lead the proletarian struggle, but dragged at the 
tail of events and fought the majority of the districts. 
Many problems faced the Baku Party organization. The 
dissolution of the State Duma gave rise to a strike cam- 
paign, and a conference with the oil employers was moot- 
ed, A conference of the railwaymen was held, as 
well as a conference of four districts of Baku and a con- 
ference of representatives of diflerent parties for the ex- 
change of information. The question of . the elections to 
the Third State Duma arose; leaflets had to be issued in 
the Azerbaijan and Armenian languages to combat the 
national strife instigated by the servitors of the tsarist gov- 
ernment, on the one hand, and by the Dashnaks, Bundists* 
and Mensheviks, on the other. The Menshevik leading 
centre ignored all these events. 

The question of establishing a Bolshevik leading centre 
on the lines of the Moscow and St. Petersburg centres was 
put plainly before the workers. The decision of the 
Organization Commission of the above-mentioned districts 
to this effect was subsequently supported by the other 
districts, and such a Bolshevik centre was established. It 
played an extremely important part in developing the 
working-class movement in Baku. There was not a single 
event that this leading centre did not react to with the 
utmost revolutionary energy, and Stalin played an excep- 
tionally important part in its activities. 

In connection writh the elections to the Third State 
Duma in Augrust, 1907, a leaflet was issued on behalf of a 
number of district committees, which fexplained that, al- 
though genuine popular representation was impossible in 
the tsarist Duma, the workers must nevertheless go to the 
ballot box in order to expose the despicable machinations 

* THE BUXD. Tlie General Jeirish Labour League o£ Litliuania, Poland and Russia. 
Founded 1897. Up to 1901 demanded civil equality for the Jews. Subsequently (1905) 
adopted National Cultxiral Autonomy. Pursued a vacillating policy in relation to Ae 
Bolsheviks. In 1920, after many groups bad split ofF and joined the Bolsheviks, only a 
small extreme right section r.emained. 
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of the s'dtocratic tsarist government, whose aim was to 
deceive the working class. The Bolsheviks took part in 
the elections for the purpose of calling upon the people 
to start a fresh struggle to overthrow the tsarist govern- 
ment and to establish a democratic republic. The leaflet 
called upon tlie workers to show their enemies that they 
remained loyal to the revolutionary slogans they had issued 
hi the glorious days of October and December, 1905. 

The ** Gudek ” of August 22, 1907, published an article 
by Stalin (unsigned) entitled “ Among the Social-Demo- 
crats.” This article v;as directed against the reactionary 
ideas of anarchism, which after the dissolution of the State 
Duma and the advent of the period of reaction found a 
favourable soil among the declassed elements, among pro- 
fessioxiai thieves and robbers. The leaSet called upon the 
workers and peasants to Join the workers’ organizations 
and to fight for an improvement of their economic condi- 
tions and achieve the aims which the organized working 
c.'ass had set itself. 

In September, 1907, in connection with the murder of 
Khanlar, a politically advanced worker employed by the 
Naphthalan Co., the Bibi-Eibat District Committee of the 
Baku organization issued a leaflet, written by Stalin, which 
explained the role of advanced workers like Khanlar. The 
Khanlar case is our case,” the leaflet stated. “The 
assassins who flred at him fired at us, the advanced 
workers. By firing at us, the servitors of capital want to 
disorganize the ranks of our advanced comrades in order 
later on to draw the noose tighter around the necks of the 
Baku proletariat.” The leaflet called upon the workers to 
down tools and demand the dismissal of Khanlar’s assas- 
sins— Dj afar and Abuzarbek. A two weeks’ strike was 
declared, the significance of which was explained in a 
leaflet in the following words : “ We will show the whole 
world that Khanlar did not stand alone, that every 
advanced worker is backed by an army of many thousands 
who are staunchly prepared to protect their comrades and 
leaders.” 

The fifth issue of “ Gudok,” October 14, 1907, contained 
an obituary notice written by Stalin, in which Khanlar 
was excellently portrayed in a few brief words : “ He com- 
bined the fire, the passion, of the proletarian soul with the 
sorrow and burden of the peasant.” 

In August, 1907, the Baku Conuhittee of the R.S.D,LP. 
circulated a letter to the comrades (“ for Party members 
only”) on the question of whether it was necessary to 
organize self-defence squads. As has already been stated 
the Mensheviks had decided to dissolve their fighting staff 
and combatant squads and to set up a committee with 



v;hich the workers were to deposit their arms. The decision 
of the London Congress to dissolve the combatant squads 
was given as their reason for this move, but in mining 
this decision the London Congress did not deny the workers 
the right to organize self-defence squads to combat the 
organized murder of advanced workers bv the Black- 
Hundreds. (In addition to Khanlar, the Bolshevilts Tuch- 
kin and Lyssenln, and several workers in the Railway Dis- 
trict and other districts were murdered.) In a leaflet 
issued at that time the Bolshevik Baku Committee informed 
the workers that it had decided immediately to organize 
a self-defence staff which w^ould protect our comrades 
from overt and covert Black-Hundreds, The Baku Com- 
mittee called upon the workers to render this self-defence 
staff the necessary moral and material support. 

The Mandate which Stalin drew up later for the 
Vv'orkers’ deputies in the Fourth State Duma is well-known, 
but less-known is the fact that he drew up the Mandate 
for the deputies in the Third State Duma. Thib Mandate 
was an elaboration of the decisions of the Fifth (London) 
Congress of the R.S.D.L.P., at which the Bolsheviks were 
victorious. It was endorsed by a meeting of representatives 
of the workers’ curia in the City of Baku on September 22, 
1907. It stated that the Social-Democratic deputies should 
form a separate group in the State Duma, and that, being 
the representatives of a definite party, they must main- 
tain the closest contact with the Party and submit to Party 
leadership and to the instructions of the Central 
Committee. 

The main task of this group in the State Duma was 
to assist the class education of the proletariat and help 
the latter to perform its role of political leader of all the 
working people. 

The group was to pursue a consistent proletarian class 
policy, different from that of all other parties, from the 
Cadets to the Socialist-Revolutionaries. The workers’ 
deputies were going to the State Duma not for legislative 
purposes, but to utilize that body as a revolutionary tribune. 
Such were the main lines of the mandate to the deputies 
in the Third Duma. 

In a leaflet issued in November, 1907, in connection with 
the opening of the Third State Duma, it was pointed out 
that the workers’ group in the State Duma could function 
successfully only if the masses of the people were kept 
informed of what went on in the Duma, and if the Party 
organizations explained to the masses that all hopes of 
securing the satisfaction of their demands in a peaceful, 
bloodless and “ parliamentary ” way were vain. 

In the beginning of 1908 the first meeting took place 
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cf the Shop Stewards’ Council of the workers and office 
sniployees in the oil industry to elect representatives to 
a conference with the employers. This conference reveal- 
ed how much the inSuence of the Bolshevik Party among 
the Baku workers had grown. When the oil owners realized 
that their plans to direct the conference into the channels 
they desired were not meeting with success, they launched 
an attack on the workers and began to discharge shop 
stewards who were influential among the workers, to take 
reprisals against strikers, to foment national strife and 
to provoke the w^orkers to isolated actions with a view^ to 
crushing them piecemeal. 

The 22nd issue of the Bolshevik “Gudok” March 9, 
1008, contained an article by Stalin entitled “The Oil 
Owners Change Their Tactics.” This article explained the 
change in the oil owners’ tactics at the conference and 
called upon the w^orkers to rally around the Oil W^orkers’ 
Union, to refrain from isolated strikes, to avoid dissipat- 
ing their forces in detached actions and to insist on the 
immediate convocation of the Shop Stewards’ Council. 

In August, 1907, a conference of the R.SD.L.P. organiza- 
tions in the Baku oil districts was held to discuss a general 
strike. At this Conference the question arose whether the 
workers should attend a “conference” proposed by the 
oil owners through their agents-provocateurs with the 
secret purpose of creating confusion in the workers’ ranks 
mid preventing the strike. The conference decided in 
favour of a general strike and resolved to call upon all 
Party members to take an energetic part in the strike 
campaign. 

The oil owners were at that time anxious to increase 
the output of oil, as prices were very high. This was a 
favourable moment for the workers to declare a strike. 
The Bolsheviks set up a Committee of Thirteen, the mem- 
bers of which were elected at a meeting of shop stewards. 
The employers and their agents tried to deceive the workers 
with promises of “bonuses,” but the Bolshevik waged a 
campaign against accepting these sops, against the 
“ charity ” of the capitalists, and demanded an increase in 
wages and an improvement in the workers’ material 
conditions. 

The Baku Committee had at first opposed attending 
the conference proposed by the capitalists. In an article 
entitled “ Boycott the Conference,” published in the 
“Gudok” on September 29, 1907, signed “Ko . . .” (Koba), 
Stalin had said that “ the question of attending or boycot- 
ting the conference is for us not a question of principle, but 
of practical expediency. We cannot decide once and for all 
to boycott all and every conference ... On the other hand, 
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v:e cannot decide once and for all in favour of attending 
conferences, as our Cadet-minded comrades seem to find 
iz possible to do. V7e must approach the question of at- 
tending or boycotting from the point of view of actual 
facts, and of facts alone.” 

In January and February, 1908, a number of strikes 
occurred in Baku ; many of these were very successful and 
enhanced the influence of the Bolsheviks. The results of 
these strikes were summarized in an article by Stalin in 
the 21st issue of the “Gudok,” March 2, 1908, entitled 
What the Recent Strikes Show,” and signed “ K. Kato.” 
The article stated that the strikes showed that, if properly 
organized, if the Oil W’orkers* Union actively intervened, 
if pursued with persistence, and if the proper moment was 
chosen for them, even isolated strikes could achieve im- 
portant results and prove useful to the movement. 

Boycotting all backstairs conferences, or conferences in 
v/hich the workers were not guaranteed a hearing for their 
demands, the Bolsheviks in the autumn of 1907 had put 
forward four conditions on which they would be prepared 
to attend a conference. The workers were to have : 

“ (1) The right to discuss their demands ; 

“ (2) The right to hold meetings of their future Shon 
Stewards’ Council ; 

(3) The right to avail themselves of the services of 
their unions ; 

“ (4) The right to choose the date of the conference.” 
(Quoted in Stalin’s article “ The Conference and the 
Workers,” published in “Bakinsky Proletary,” No. 5.) 

The Socialist-Revolutionaries, the Mensheviks and the 
Dashnaks opposed the Bolshevik proposals, and the Men- 
sheviks advocated attending the conference even without 
any guarantees. Their slogan was “A conference at any 
price.” Having no hope of obtaining a majority among 
the working class, the Socialist-Revolutionaries and Dash- 
naks jointly issued the slogan “ Boycott at any price.” As 
against these slogans, the Bolsheviks issued the slogan : 
•‘A conference with guarantees, or no conference at 
A canvass taken among the workers resulted as follows : 
‘‘Of 35,000 workers canvassed, only 8,000 voted for the 
tactics of the Socialist-Revolutionaries and Dashnaks (un- 
conditional boycott), 8,000 voted for the tactics of the Men- 
sheviks (unconditional conference), while 19,000 voted for 
the tactics of the Bolsheviks (conference with guarantees) 
(L. Beria, “ On the History of the Bolshevik Organizations 
in Transcaucasia.”) 

All this took place at the end of 1907, when reaction 
was widespread throughout the country, when Stolypinism 
was rampant. Yet the overwhelming majority of the 
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Eai:u workers iollowed the lead of the Bolsheviks, and at 
a meeting of shop stev^ards of the oil fields and refineries 
at w’hich demands to be presented to the employers were 
drawn up, the Bolsheviks directed the proceedings of the 
workers’ representative body. “ In the period when reaction 
was rampant in Russia, a vrorkers’ parliament sat in Baku 
for about two w^eeks, with Comrade Tronov, a Bolshevik 
worker, presiding. In this parliament the Bolsheviks 
w’orked out the demands of the workers and carried on 
widespread propaganda for their own minimum programme.’’ 
^foidj 

The Bakinsky Proletary ” of April 15, 1908, published 
an unsigned article entitled ‘‘The Present Reaction and 
Cur Tasks.” This article stated that Baku was overhung 
by the black clouds of political reaction. The working class 
had achieved a brilliant victory, but proved unable to 
retain it. The peasant]^, who should have come to the 
proletariat’s aid, had failed to do so. The Black-Hundred 
government had taken advantage of this to launch a deter- 
mined offensive against the proletariat, and step by step 
it was depriving it of the gains it had achieved in October : 
virtual freedom of the press, freedom of assembly, freedom 
of combination. 

Stalin regarded this as a transient period, and was of 
the opinion that a more decisive clash between old and 
new Russia, a revival of the revolution, was inevitable. He 
explained, how’ever, that this revival would not take place 
unless serious efforts were made to bring it about, and 
proposed that, in addition to forming illegal organizations, 
the widest possible use should be made of diverse forms 
of legal activity, such as work in the trade unions, the co- 
operative societies and other legal and semi-legal prole- 
tarian organizations. 

At the same time, the “ Bakinsky Proletary ” called for 
more intense agitation and organization among the rural 
proletariat and the semi-proletarian poor peasants.' 

In July, 1908, in a supplement to the fifth issue of the 
Bakinsky Proletary ” Stalin published his article signed 
Koba ” entitled “ The Conference and the Workers.” The 
campaign in connection with the conference proposed by 
the oil owners had been suspended. The activities of the 
Shop Stewards’ Council, the organization which was to 
draw up the demands, and the work of rallying the workers 
around this committee, had also been suspended. 

In this article he said : “ Mr. Djunkovsky, that old Tiflis 
clown, announces that the ‘show’ is over. Mr. Kara- 
Murza, that dissipated lackey of capital, applauds him. 
The curtain drops, and we witness the old familiar scene,, 
the oil owners and the workers are marking time in their 
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old positions in anticipation of fresh storms, of new clashes.” 

The article reviewed the history of the conference, and 
all the stages through which it had passed. It explained 
to the workers that the oil owners were sabotaging the 
conference because they had convinced themselves that 
the workers would not follow their lead, but that of the 
Bolsheviks. 

The oil owners were provoking the proletariat to declare 
a general strike. What tactics should the workers use to 
'coxmter this move ? The situation was no longer favour- 
able for a general strike ; but this did not mean that the 
workers should refrain from calling separate strikes at 
various plants. At the same time, it was necessary to con- 
solidate the influence of the bodies that had been elected 
to carry through the conference. 

Meanwhile, agents-provocateurs were tr 3 nng to incite 
anarchist riots among the backward workers and thus pro- 
vide a pretext for crushing the workers, but a leading 
article in the “Gudok” (No. 25, 1908), entitled '‘Economic 
Terror and the Working-Class Movement,” called for 
emphatic condemnation of this form of struggle and urged 
the workers to adopt the method of a mass proletarian 
movement. 

In these difficult years in Baku Stalin invariably 
advocated the line of revolutionary Marxism, the Leninist 
line, and fought the opportunists of the Right and the 
" Left.” 

The importance of the Baku organization at that time, 
and the value which Lenin attached to the activities of the 
Baku workers can be seen in the following passage : “ In 
1908, at the head of the provinces having considerable 
number of strikers stands the Baku Province, with 47,000 
strikers. The last of the Mohicans of the mass political 
strike” ("Strike Statistics in Russia,” Collected Works, 
Vol. XV.) 

Stalin’s tremendous activities in Baku were brought 
to a halt by his arrest on March 25, 1908. He was taken 
to the Bailov prison, but even here he did not cease his 
revolutionary activities for a moment, did not lose contact 
with’ his comrades, and actually continued to contribute to 
the workers’ press. While in prison, he compiled practi- 
cally the whole of the second issue of the "Bakinsky 
Proletary,” People who were in prison with Stalin at that 
time testify that he enjoyed considerable prestige among 
the political offenders. He arranged debates against the 
Socialist-Revolutionaries and the Mensheviks on the theory 
and practice of the revolutionary struggle. 

The prison authoiSties were steadily abolishing the 
comparatively mild regime that had existed in the prisons 
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at the height of the revolution, and the system was becom- 
ing more and more stringent. The political offenders pro- 
tested against this. Stalin was always one of those who 
continued the struggle against the tsarist government even 
in prison. The prison authorities decided to “ teach a 
lesson” to the political offenders and sent a company of 
the Salyansk Regiment to pacify them. The polititeal 
offenders were brought out into the courtyard and com- 
pelled to “ run the gauntlet ” ; they were driven between 
two files of soldiers who belaboured them with the butts 
of their rifles. Stalin marched beneath the rain of blows 
with head erect, a volume of Marx in his. hand, showing 
how a true Bolshevik, fearless of all persecution, and des- 
pite all obstacles, proudly and confidently carries forward 
the Marxian idea, convinced that its triumph is inevitable. 

After eight months’ Imprisonment, at the very height 
of the Stolypin reaction, Stalin was sentenced to exile in 
Solvychegodsk. But on June 24, 1909, he left that “hos- 
pitable” town and returned to Baku under the name of 
Oganes Totomyants. 

On returning to Baku, he again set to work to organize 
a secret printing plant. Although reaction was rampant, 
he worked on the Baku Committee and formed a propa- 
gandist group. As a member of this group he carried on 
extensive propaganda work. He had to visit Party organi- 
zations in other cities, and went to Tiflis to make prepara- 
tions for a Bolshevik Party Conference. He opposed the 
Liauidators and the Otzovists. He directed the work of a 
number of Baku district organizations — ^in the Railway Dis- 
trict, Cherny Gorod and Bely Gorod— and carried on work 
among the seamen. Here, too, he revealed his keen intui- 
tion, and his ability to sense new factors as they arose 
in the movement. In January, 1910, when only the first 
faiTit. symptoms of the revival of the working-class move- 
ment were perceptible, he wrote in the first issue of the 
“Tiflis&y Proletary” (“The Tiflis Proletarian”) : “We 
are on the eve of new outbreaks ” 

This was the intuition of a great Bolshevik revolution- 
ary, who lived the life of the masses and thoroughly under- 
stood the temper of the masses. It was the intuition of a 
revolutionary who closely watched the course of events 
ahd noted all the changes in the surrounding situation. 

His “Letters from the Caucasus," published in the 
“ Sotsiai-Demokrat ” of February 26, 1910, and the “ Discus- 
sion Sheet” of June 24, 1910, drew a vivid picture of what 
was gn lng on in the Caucasus. They gave an appraisal of 
the situation and served as an excellent weapon in the 
fi ght, against the Liquidators, Mensheviks, Bundists and 
other opportunists. The liquidators were enraged when 
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articles by Stalin appeared exposing the Mensheviks in 
the eyes of the workers. 

During this period Lenin and Stalin were in frequent 
correspondence with each other, which still further 
strengthened the political ties between them. 

This time Stalin did not manage to remain at liberty for 
more than eight months. On March 23, 1910, he was 
again arrested in Baku. He was detained in prison until 
September 23, 1910, when he was again exiled (for the 
third time) and sent to Solvychegodsk, where he remained 
until July 6, 1911. 

The small apartment in which he lived in Solvyche- 
godsk served as a rendezvous for political exiles. The police 
reported to headquarters that at his house lectures were 
delivered, instructions given and revolutionary propaganda 
disseminated. Prom Solvychegodsk, too, Stalin wrote to 
Iienin, stating that he entirely agreed with his policy of a 
bloc with the Piekhanov Party-supporters, as this was a 
bloc based on principles. He spoke with contempt of 
Trotsky’s unprincipled bloc. He expressed the opinion 
that the most important task of the moment was to estab- 
lish a legally-sanctioned newspaper. And, indeed, shortly 
afterwards, the newspaper *'2vezda” c'^The Star”) began 
to appear. Stalin urged that the Bolshevik organization 
be strengthened and that something in the nature of a 
Russian Bureau of the Central Committee be set up. He 
advised the formation in Russia itself of a group of lead- 
ing members of the Central Committee to direct all Party 
work within the country. And concerning himself he 
wrote: “I have another six months to go. When that 
term is over,- 1 am entirely at your service. If the need for 
people is really pressing, I could cast off immediately.” We 
know that Stalin could always be relied upon to “ cast off ” 
and escape from exile when the cause demanded it. 

At the Conference of the Central Committee held in 
June, 1911, he was appointed a member of the Organiza- 
tion Committee for convening the All-Russian Conference 
of the R.S.D.L.P. Lenin attached the highest value to the 
articles opposing the Liquidators that Stalin wrote for the 
Sotsial-Demokrat ”, the Bolshevik magazine published 
abroad. 

At this time Stalin escaped from his place of exile and 
took an active part in the preparations for the Prague 
Conference. While in Vologda, he procured a pai^ort be- 
longing to an exile named Chi 2 hikoy, whose term of exile 
had expired, and with this passport went to live in St. 
Petersburg. But he was soon arrested, and, after three 
months of preliminary detention, was again exiled, this 
time to the Vologda Province. 



Stalin attached enormous importance to the All-Rus- 
sian Conference of the R.S.D.LP., which took place in 
Prague in January, 1912. “It is well known,” he said, 
“ that this Conference was of the utmost importance in the 
history of our Party, for it drew a boundary line between 
the Bolsheviks and the Mensheviks and amalgamated the 
Bolshevik organizations all over the country into a united 
Bolshevik Party. ” (Speech in Reply to the Debate at the 
Fifteenth Congress of the CP.S.U.EB.].) 

Lenin rejoiced that the Menshevik had at last been 
ejected from the Party, In a letter to Gorky he wrote : “ At 
last we have succeeded, in spite of the Liquidator scum, in 
•restoring the Party and its Central Committee. I hope 
you will rejoice with us over the fact. ” (Lenin: Collected^ 
Works, Vol. XXIX.) 

As we know, at this Conference, although Stalin was 
not present, he was elected a member of the Central Com- 
mittee, and placed at the head of its Russian Bureau. Hav- 
ing been elected to the Central Committee, he could not pos- 
sibly remain in exile — ^that was not in his nature — and so 
he immediately “cast off” and, with Sergo Orjonikidze's 
assistance, escaped from Vologda. Lenin was very much 
disturbed at not having heard from Stalin for some time. 
He regarded him as a front-rank champion of the cause, 
and in a letter dated March 28, 1912, which was intercept- 
ed by the police, he enquired of friends with alarm “ Have 
heard nothing from Ivanovich (Stalin.— E. Y.) Is he all 
right? Where is he? How is he? ” 

After his escape from exile he visited a number of dis- 
tricts to consolidate the results of the Conference, and re- 
turned to St. Petersburg at the very moment when the 
news of the Lena gold fields events burst upon the world. 
In conjunction with Poletayev and others, he had succeed- 
ed by this time in starting “Pravda” (“Truth”). In 1912 
the St. Petersburg Bolshevik newspaper “Zvezda” pub- 
lished an article by him on the Lena events, in which, stress- 
ing their revolutionary significance, he said: 

“ The Lena shooting has broken the ice of silence and 
the river of the people’s movement has begun to flow. The 
ice is broken i ... All that was evil and pernicious in the 
present regime, all the ills of long-suffering Russia were 
focussed in the one fact, the Lena events. That is why it 
was the Lena shooting that served as a signal for the strikes 
and demonstrations.” 

On April 22, 1912, the day the first issue of “ Pravda ” 
appeared, Stalin was arrested. He had been betrayed by 
agents-provocateurs who had learnt where he lodged and 
the places he visited. And so, for the fifth time, the tsarist 
government sent him into exile. This time he was sentenc- 
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ed for three years to Narym, in Western Siberia, in the Par 
North. In this new place of exile he continued to engage 
in numerous activities. In order to fulfil his duties as 
member of the Central Committee, he made efforts to es- 
cape, but succeeded in doing so only in the autumn of 1912. 

His activities during the period of reaction were of 
great importance. Working in Baku when reaction was 
raging, he showed that nothing can prevent a genuine Bol- 
shevik from carrying on intense revolutionary activity in 
the ranks of the working class, no matter how reactionary 
the regime may be. In this period the ties between Lenin 
and Stalin became closer than ever. 

Stalin now stood out as one of the leader of the all- 
Bussian Bolshevik movement. He had taken part in the 
work of preparing for the Prague Conference, which, as 
we know, was of tremendous importance in giving organi- 
zational shape to the Bolshevik Party. As a member of 
the Central Committee, he had founded “ Pravda, ” the 
first Bolshevik newspaper with a mass circulation. The 
Importance of this paper was enormous, and it was to play 
an exceptional role in the period of revolutionary revival 
that was then setting in. 
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CHAPTER V 


REVOLUTIONARY REVIVAL AND IMPERIALIST WAR 

We already know that, after escaping from exile in 
Vologda, Stalin arrived in St. Petersburg just when the 
news of the shooting down of the workers in the Lena gold- 
fields was giving a powerful impetus to the revolutionary 
movement. Notwithstanding the fact that reaction still 
seemed to be well entrenched, “ the shooting down of work- 
ers in remote Siberia (Bodaibo) was sufiBcient to send a 
wave of strikes all over Russia and to cause the St. Peters- 
burg proletariat to come out into the streets and at one 
stroke sweep out of the way the boastful Minister Maka- 
rov with his insolent challenge: ‘So it was, and so it will 
be. ’ These were the first intimations of a powerful move- 
ment. The “Zvezda” was right when it exclaimed: ‘We 
are alive, our red blood is seething with the fire of unex- 
hausted strength. . . .’ The revival of. the revolutionary 
movement was evident. 

“ It was in the waves of this movement that the mass 
workers’ newspaper “ Pravda ” was born. ” ( J. Stalin, “ On 
the Tenth Anniversary of ‘Pravda.’”) 

Stalin took a very active part in organizing the pub- 
lication of “ Pravda, ” and in his reminiscences of this event 
in 1922, he wrote: 

“It was one evening in the middle of April, 1912, in 
Comrade Poletayev’s house, when two Duma deputies (Pok- 
rovsky and Poletayev), two writers (Olminsky and Batu- 
rin), and I, a member of the Central Committee (being 
illegal, I had taken ‘ asylum ’ in the house of the ‘ immune ' 
Poletayev), came to an agreement concerning the plat- 
form of “Pravda” and compiled the first issue of the 
paper.” ^Ib^dJ 

We have seen that on the day the first issue of the 
“Pravda” appeared, April 22, 1912, Stalin was arrested 
and subsequently exiled to Narym. On September 1 of 
that year, however, he escaped from Narym and returned 
to St. Petersburg, where he vigorously took up his activi- 
ties as a member of the Central Committee of the Bolshe- 
vik Party and as editor of the Central Organ, “Pravda,”’ 
which in that period was laying the foundations for the 
subsequent victory of Bolshevism in 1917, 
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In A. Badayev’s book “The Bolsheviks in the Tsarist 
Duma,” we find many interesting facts about Stalin’s ac- 
tivities in St, Petersburg during this period. The election 
campaign for the Fourth State Duma was in progress. Sta- 
lin took a very active part in this campaign and directed 
the whole struggle of the St. Petersburg workers. At that 
time Lenin was living in Cracow, where the Central Com- 
mittee of the Bolshevik Party had its headquarters. From 
Cracow Lenin by devious ways and means sent instruc- 
tions to the Party workers, and the St. Petersburg organi- 
zation, the largest in the Party, carried out these instruc- 
tions under Stalin’s guidance. 

Stalin not only wrote articles for “Pravda, ” but di- 
rected it, and when the Bolshevik magazine “Prosvesh- 
cheniye ” (“ Enlightenment ”) began to appear, he took 
an active part in it from the first issue. “ Prosveshcheniye ” 
Nos. 3 to 5, 1913, contained Stalin’s article on “The National 
Question and Social-Democracy, ” which afterwards ap- 
peared separately under the title of “'Marxism and the 
National Question. ” The magazine published a number of 
other articles of his ; No. 1, 1913, for example, contained one 
entitled “ A Point of Information (The Elections in the St. 
Petersburg Workers’ Curia),” in which he explained why 
the Party was not boycotting the State Duma and showed 
how enormously important were the strikes called by the 
St. Petersburg workers in defence of the rights of their 
representatives in the Duma elections. 

Naturally, in conditions of illegality, when hundreds 
of eyes were keeping close watch on the Bolsheviks, it was 
by no means easy for Stalin to carry on his work, and if 
the workers had not constantly guarded him, he could not 
have remained at liberty even for a few months. 

In October a conference .of electoral representatives for 
the State Duma elections was held. At this conference the 
“Mandate of the Workingmen of St. Petersburg to Their 
Labour Deputy” was approved. This Mandate had been 
drawn up by Stalin, and Lenin attached so much import- 
ance to it that he put a marginal note on his copy request- 
ing that it be most carefully preserved.. This document, 
with Lenin’s note, can now be seen in the Central Lenin 
Museum in Moscow. 

In this mandate Stalin laid down the principles upon 
which the workers’ deputies in the State Duma were to 
base their activities. The Mandate described the condi- 
tion of the working class and the peasantry, pointed out that 
the working class was the. vanguard, the leader of the re- 
volution and that the peasantry was the ally of the work- 
ing class, that the impending struggle would be a “ strug- 
gle on two fronts— -against the feudal-bureaucratic system 
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and against the liberal bourgeoisie, which is seeking ar 
alliance with the old regime. • . It explained that “ th€ 
Duma tribune is, under the present conditions, one of th« 
best means for enlightening and organizing the broac 
masses of the proletariat. ” The Mandate went on to say: 

*‘We want to hear the voices of the members of the 
Social-Democratic Group ring out loudly from the Duma 
tribune, proclaiming the ultimate goal of the proletariat, 
proclaiming the full and uncurtailed demands of 1905, pro- 
claiming the Kussian working class as the leader of the 
popular movement, proclaiming the peasantry as the most 
reliable ally of the working class, and denouncing the bour- 
geois liberals as the betrayers of the ‘people’s freedom. ’ 

“ Let the Social-Democratic Group in the Fourth Duma, 
in its. work on the basis of the above slogans, be united 
and closely welded. 

“Let it derive its strength from constant contact with 
the broad masses. 

“Let it march shoulder to shoulder with the political 
organization of the working class of Russia.” (Quoted by 
A. Badayev in “ The Bolsheviks in the Tsarist Uuma/O 

Referring to the historical importance of this Man- 
date, Badayev quite properly observes that a quarter of a 
century later it was echoed by another Mandate, the man- 
date drawn up by Stalin for the people’s deputies in the 
elections to the first Supreme Soviet of the ir.S.S.R., on 
December 12, 1937. 

Undoubtedly, the “Mandate of the Workingmen of St. 
Petersburg to Their Labour Deputy ” was of enormous im- 
portance. In summing up the results of the elections and 
the importance of the Mandate in an article in “ Pravda ” 
of October 19, 1912, signed “K. St.”, Stalin wrote: “The 
Mandate is the deputy’s instructions. The Mandate makes 
the deputy. The quality of the deputy depends on the 
quality of the IVfemdate. ” 

Stalin took a very active part ih the discussion of the 
declaration to be read by the Social-Democratic members 
of the Duma at the opening of the Fourth Duma, and at 
the meeting at which this declaration was discussed, he 
spoke on behalf of the Central Committee of the Party. 

On November 15, 1912, the day the Fourth Duma open- 
ed, the St. Petersburg Committee of the Bolsheviks organiz- 
ed a political demonstration as a counterblast to the greet- 
ings which the Liquidators addressed to the Duma on this 
occasion. Lenin wrote in this connection “The moment 
for the demonstration was extremely well chosen ! A 
wonderful proletarian instinct was displayed by this ability 
to contrast and set ofi the opening of the black * parlia- 
ment’ with scarlet banners in the streets of the capital! ” 
(“The Events of November 15, ” Collected Works, Vol. XVI.) 
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Stalin here gave a striking example of how every legal 
opportunity, however small, could be utilized and of how 
legal activities could be combined with illegal activities. 

Stalin at this time kept up a constant correspondence 
with Lenin, but Lenin wanted to see him in person and 
urged him to visit him abroad. Notwithstanding all the 
difficulties involved in such a journey, necessitating as it 
did breaking through the cordon of spies that were on the 
look-out for Bolsheviks, Stalin succeeded in making his 
way through to Lenin in Cracow in November, 1912. There 
they discussed and reached an agreement on all the im- 
portant problems then facing the Party, and in December, 
1912, Stalin returned to Russia. Lenin was very loth to 
part with him, and tried to persuade him to remain abroad, 
as he was in constant danger in Russia. 

Urging that the six Boishevik deputies in the Fourth 
State Duma should come to visit him in Cracow, Lenin 
wrote to Stalin, insisting that he accompany them without 
fail. In a letter to Vasilyev (Stalin) dated December 23, 
1912, Lenin wrote: “Come... we are worried.” Shortly 
afterwards, Stalin again visited Cracow and took part in 
a conference of the Central Committee of the R.S.D.L.P. 
with Party workers, at which he was elected a member of 
the Bureau of the Central Committee in Russia. In order 
to keep it secret, this conference was called the February 
Conference of 1913, although it actually took place at the 
end -of December, 1912. 

While abroad in January and February, 1913, Stalin 
worked assiduously on the national question, and in a let- 
ter to Gorky, Lenin referred enthusiastically to Stalin and 
his work: “A wonderful Georgian here,” he said, “ has 
sat down to write for “ Prosveshcheniye ” a long article 
for which he has collected “all” the Austrian and other 
materials.” 

The outcome of these studies was seen in Stalin’s clas- 
sic work, “Marxism and the National Question.” The 
point of this remarkable book was directed against the 
Liquidators, Bundists and Caucasian Mensheviks, who 
shared the Menshevik theories of Otto Bauer and Springer, 
As we know, these opportunists advocated the bourgeois 
demand for national cultural autonomy as against the Bol- 
shevik demand for the right of nations to self-determina- 
tion. They even advocated dividing the workers accord- 
ing to nationality in the Party, the trade unions and the 
workers’ insurance organizations. They were enemies of 
proletarian unity and strove to undermine the idea of pro- 
letarian internationalism. 

How much importance Lenin attached to Stalin’s work 



may be seen from his article: “ The National Programme 
of the R.S.D.L.P., ” in which he wrote: ‘'This state of 
affairs and the principles of the Social-Democratic national 
programme have already been dealt with recently in theo- 
retical Marxian literature; in this connection Stalin’s ar- 
ticle stands in the forefront.” (Lenin: Collected WorTcs^ 
Yol. xvn.) 

The "History of the C.P.S.U.{B..) ” quite rightly ob- 
serves that at that time " only the Bolsheviks had a Marx- 
ist programme on the national question, as set forth in 
Stalin’s article, * Marxism and the National Question, ’ and 
in Lenin’s articles, ‘ The Right of Nations to Self-Determi- 
nation’ {Selected Works, Yol. IV) and ‘Critical Notes on 
the National Question.’” 

After completing his work on the national question, 
Stalin returned to St. Petersburg. Not having heard any- 
thing from him for some time, Lenin, in a letter dated 
March 8, 1913, enquired: "Why is there no news of Vasily 
« Stalin — ^E. Y.)? What is wrong with him? We are wor- 
ried.” Two days later, he again writes: “Take good care 
of him” (Stalin), “he is very sick.” 

At that time the agent-provocateur Malinovsky had 
managed to get on to the Central Committee of the Party 
and into the Bolshevik group in the Duma. He betrayed 
Yakov Sverdlov to the tsarist secret police and, shortly 
afterwards, Stalin, who was then living in close hiding in 
St. Petersburg. In “ The Bolsheviks iii the Tsarist Duma, ” 
Badayev describes Stalin’s arrest in the following words: 
“The police were waiting impatiently for the first oppor- 
tunity to arrest him when he came out into the street. This 
opportunity soon arose. A concert had been arranged in 
the Kalashnikov Hail on behalf of “ Pravda ” and other 
revolutionary purposes. Such concerts were usually at- 
tended by large numbers of workers and by sympathizers 
among the intellectuals. They were also attended by Party 
members, including many working in secrecy, who took 
advantage of the noisy crowd to meet and talk to people 
whom it was inadvisable to meet openly. Stalin decided 
to attend the concert in the Kalashnikov Hall, and Mali- 
novsky, who knew of this, informed the Department of 
Police. Stalin was arrested before our eyes that evening 
in one of the rooms of the. Hall. ” 

This was the last time he was arrested. For the sixth 
time the tsarist government sent him into exile, on this 
occasion to the Turukhansk Region, beyond the Arctic 
Circle, first to the small settlement of Kostino, and later^ 
in the middle of 1913, to the village of Kureika. 

Cmnrade Vera Schweizer, who had also been exiled to 
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the Turukhansk Region, describes Kureika, where Stalin 
lived, as follows: 

the winter, unknown to the police, Suren Span- 
daryan and I made a journey to the village of Kureika to 
visit Stalin. We had to settle a number of questions con- 
nected with the trial of the Bolshevik group in the Duma 
that was then in progress, and a number of Party matters. 
During that part of the year day and night merge into one 
endless Arctic night pierced with cruel frosts. We sped 
down the Yenisei by dog-sled without a stop, across the 
bleak wilderness that lies between Monast 3 rrskoye and Ku- 
reika, a dash of 200 kilometres, pursued by the continuous 
howling of wolves. 

“We arrived in Kureika and looked for the hut v;here 
Comrade Stalin lived. Among the fifteen huts in the vil- 
lage this was the poorest: an outer room, a kitchen where 
the owner and his family lived, and Comrade Stalin’s room 
— that was all. 

“ Comrade Stalin was overjoyed at our unexpected ar- 
rival and did all he could to make the ‘Arctic travellers’ 
comfortable. The first thing he did was to run to the 
Yenisei, where his fishing lines were set in holes through 
the ice. A few minutes later he returned with a huge stur- 
geon flung across his shoulder. Under the guidance of 
this ‘experienced fisherman’ we quickly dressed the fish, 
extracted the caviar and prepared some fish soup. And 
while these culinary activities were in progress, we kept 
up an earnest discussion of Party affairs. The very room 
seemed to breathe of the intense working of Stalin’s mind, 
which at the same time was not diverted for a moment 
from surrounding realities. His table was piled with books 
and huge bundles of newspapers. And in a comer was 
stacked fishing and hunting tackle of various kinds, which 
he himself had made.” 

Stalin remained in this place of exile right up to the 
February Revolution of 1917. 

In the period of revival of the revolutionary move- 
ment, Stalin headed the Russian Bureau of the Central 
Committee, directed the work of the St. Petersburg Party 
orgSinization, the election campaign to the Fourth State 
Duma, and “Pravda; ” at the same time he made exten- 
sive theoretical contributions to “ Prosvesheheniye, ” and 
wrote “Marxism and the National Question,” the ideas of 
which later played an extremely important role in the 
October Socialist Revolution and in the succeeding years 
of construction of the Socialist state. These ideas guided 
the Pa;rty, the Soviet Government and the Soviet peoples 
in liberating the working people of the Western Ukraine 
and Western Byelorussia from servitude to the Polish lords. 



During the period of the imperialist war, Lenin and 
Stalin were separated by thousands of miles; newspapers 
rarely reached Kureika in remote Turukhanka,” and the 
mail would sometimes bring the issues of two or three 
months in one batch. Only very few of Stalin’s letters 
could reach Lenin by the intricate and devious routes they 
had to travel. One of these letters, which has been preserv- 
ed, breathes confidence in the victory of the revolution and 
loyalty to the cause of the proletariat; it reveals how clearly 
Stalin understood the international situation and how clear- 
ly he pictured the Party’s line of conduct in this period of 
the first world ’ Imperialist war. Although his contact 
with the main Party organization was so precarious as to 
make his isolation almost complete, nevertheless his know- 
ledge of Marxism was so deep that he was able independ- 
ently to reach the same conclusions on the true nature of 
the imperialist war and the next steps to be taken, as were 
reached by Lenin and the Central Committee of the Bol- 
shevik Party, 

Only at the end of 1914 was Stalin able to acquaint 
himself with the first draft of. Lenin’s theses on the war. 

“A. particularly exciting moment in our life of exile 
was the arrival of Lenin’s instructions, ” relates Vera 
Schweizer. “In Krasnoyarsk, on my way to exile in Tu- 
rukhansk, I received the first draft of Lenin’s theses on 
the war. They were brought to me from a secret address 
to which Nadezhda Konstantinovna (Krupskaya — E. Y.) 
used to send letters from Lenin. I handed over these theses 
to Comrade Stalin, who was then living with Suren Span- 
daryan in the village of Monastyrskoye. Lenin’s seven 
theses on the war showed that Comrade Stalin had uner- 
ringly taken the correct Leninist position in his appraisal 
of the complex historical situation. It is difScult to con- 
vey the joy, conviction and triumph with which Comrade 
Stalin read Lenin’s theses, which confirmed his ideas and 
served as a pledge of victory for the revolution in Russia, ” 

There is preserved a letter sent by Stalin and Suren 
Spandaryan to Lenin, in which they scofi at the national- 
defencists Plekhanov, Kropotkin and the French Socialist 
Sembat, a Minister in the French government. 

In the summer of 1915 Stalin managed to attend a 
large meeting of exiled Bolsheviks in the village of Monas- 
tyrskoye in Turukhansk. At this meeting all three mem- 
bers of the Russian group of the Bolshevik Central Com- 
mittee then in exile were present, Stalin, Suren Spandar- 
yan and Yakov Sverdlov, Stalin at this meeting denounc- 
ed Kamenev’s despicable conduct at the trial of the Bol- 
shevik Duma group. 

Thus even in this remote Siberian village, Stalin dis- 
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played profound attention to and keen interest in Party 
life. He read a great deal, kept himself informed of the 
Party's work in Russia, reacted as far as he was able to 
eveiy event in Party life, and occupied his leisure with 
fishing and hunting, which furnished him with some 
means of livelihood. 

In February, 1916, after an interruption caused by the 
arrest of the editorial staff, the Bolshevik magazine, ** Vop- 
rossy Strakhovaniya " (“Insurance Questions”), resumed 
publication. This magazine played an important role at 
that period, for it was the only legally-sanctioned Bolshe- 
vik magazine. Its editorial offices served as a rendezvous 
for the Petrograd Bolsheviks, who were then working under 
•Molotov's direction. The magazine was a screen for the 
Bolsheviks' secret activities, and in spite of the rigorous 
military censorship, which cut out a great many articles 
(the magazine appeared with blank spaces in place of ar- 
ticles), it managed to advocate the “uncurtailed slogans'* 
of the Bolsheviks. When Stalin received the first issue of 
the revived magazines, he immediately started to collect 
money for it among the Bolshevik exiles in the Turukhansk 
Region. A letter to the editor accompanying a small con- 
tribution from the Turukhansk Bolsheviks (6 rubles 85 
kopeks) reveals Stalin's love for the Bolshevik Party and 
its workers’ press, and how he formulated the ideological 
tasks of this press. 

Here is the letter: 

“Dear comrades, we, a group of exiles in the Turu- 
khansk Region, gladly welcome the resumption of publica- 
tion of “Voprossy Strakhovaniya. ” At the present time, 
when the public opinion of the masses of the workers in 
Russia is so deliberately misrepresented and when genuine 
workers’ representation is thwarted with the active assist- 
ance of A. Guchkov and P. Ryabushinsky, it is a joy to see 
and to read a real workers' magazine. “Voprossy Stra- 
khovaniya” must exert every effort ideologically to insure 
the working class of our country against the corrupting 
preachings of Potresov, Levitsky, Plekhanov and their kind, 
which are anti-proletarian and fundamentally opposed to 
the principles of internationalism.” 

This letter was signed by Stalin, A, Maslennikov (who 
was subsequently shot by Kolchak), S. Spandaryan, Vera 
Schweizer and others. 

Stalin was of the opinion that the main ta^ of this 
magazine was to insure the working class of Russia against 
deception by the corrupting, anti-proletarian and anti-in- 
ternational preachings of the Menshevik Liquidators. 

In December, 1916, ail those serving sentences of ad- 
ministrative exile were conscr^ted by the tsarist govem- 
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ment for military service, and Stalin was sent to Krasno- 
yarsk. However, the tsarist government, knowing how 
dangerous he would be, did not take him into the army, but 
on the eve of the revolution sent him to Achinsk to com- 
plete his term of exile. The revolution broke out while he 
was still there. 

Both in this period of the new ^revolutionary revival 
and in the war period in general, Stalin, undaunted by 
hardships, undeterred by difidculties, surmounting ail ob- 
stacles, continued, with Lenin, to build the Bolshevik 
Party to consolidate its ranks, and to work out important 
problems in the theory and practice of revolution. He set 
an example of uncompromising hostility towards all op- 
portunists, double-dealers, Trotskyites, Mensheviks, Liqui- 
dators of the Right and the “ Left, ” and towards double- 
dealer Kamenev. 

Although separated from Lenin by enormous distances, 
Stalin was at one with him, and was always confident of 
the inevitable triumph of the proletariat. In this, as in 
the previous periods, Lenin and Stalin were the personifi- 
cation of the united will of the vanguard of the Russian 
proletariat; they were the personification of the revolu- 
tionary thought, revolutionary ardour, and the struggle 
of the Bolshevik Party. 





CHAPTER VI 


THE PREPARATION FOR AND ACHIEVEMENT OF 
THE OCTOBER SOCIALIST REVOLUTION 

The year 1917 was an unforgettable year in the history 
of the Russian and the international working-class move- 
ment. It saw two revolutions— the February bourgeois- 
democratic revolution, which overthrew tsarism, and the 
Great October Socialist Revolution, which overthrew the 
power of the capitalists apd landlords and established the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. 

The movement which started in January, 1917, with 
protest strikes in commemoration of the men and women 
shot down by the tsarist government on January 9, 1905, 
steadily grew, and, at the end of February, burst into tur- 
bulent demonstrations in which not only workers but sol- 
diers and sailors took part. On February 27, the Petrograd 
troops refused to fire on the workers and began to go 
over to the side of the people. The doom of tsarism was 
sealed. The great historical task of overthrowing tsarism, 
which Marx and Engels had written about more than once, 
and which Lenin had written about as far back as the ’nine- 
ties, was accomplished by the workers and peasants under 
the leadership of the Bolshevist Party, More than one 
generation of revolutionaries had perished in the struggle 
against tsarism, that repulsive monstrosity which the peo- 
ple at length overthrew in February, 1917. 

The prison gates were thrown open, the political exiles 
were liberated; the Bolshevik Party emerged from under- 
ground and for the first time found itself in an atmosphere 
of freedom such as Russia had never before experienced. 
The bom^eois-democratic revolution was achieved. Never- 
theless, all the important problems confronting the work- 
ers and peasants called for the further development of the 
revolutionary movement. At this time Lenin was in exile 
in Switzerland, and the bourgeois Provisional Government 
of Russia, l^ether with their allies, the British and French 
imperialists, did their utmost to prevent Lenin from re- 
turning home. 

On Match 12, 1917, Stalin arrived in Petrograd from 
Siberia, an event of immense importance. He immediately 



plunged into revolutionary activity, and his guiding hand 
was felt in the activities of the Petrograd Committee and 
of the entire Party. Answers had to be found to prob- 
lems of the highest moment, and Stalin found them. 

First of all, an answer had to be found to the question 
of power, the cardinal question of every revolution. The 
corrupt Romanov gang had been overthrown. What should 
be the nature of the new power? Which class must take 
power? This question was all the more difiScult to answer 
for the fact that, owing to the treachery of the Socialist- 
Revolutionaries and Mensheviks, who had surrendered the 
power to the bourgeoisie, a dual power had arisen; side by 
side with the Soviets of Workers' and Soldiers' Deputies, 
a bourgeois Provisional Government had been formed. 

What should be the role of the Soviets of Workers' and 
Soldiers' Deputies in view of the existence of this dual 
power, in view of the existence of the Provisional Govern- 
ment ? " Pravda ” of March 14, 1917, published an article 

by Stalin entitled “The Soviets of Workers' and Soldiers' 
Deputies,” in which he formulated the immediate tas^ as 
follows; ” To hold on to the rights that have been won, 
so as to finish off the old forces and, in conjunction with 
the provinces, to advance the Russian revolution still fur- 
ther. ...” 

Wherein lay the strength of this revolution? To this 
question Stalin replied “ The strength of the Russian revo- 
lution lies in the alliance between the workers and the 
peasants clad in soldiers' uniform. ” The Soviets of Work- 
ers' and Soldiers' Deputies were the organs of this alliance. 
They had to be consolidated; the task was “ to make them 
universal, and link them together under the aegis of the 
Central Soviet of Workers’ and Soldiers' Deputies as the 
organ of the revolutionary power of the people — ^this is the 
direction in which the revolutionary Social-Democrats 
must work. ” (tenin and Stalin, 1917.) 

Stalin did everything to help the people extricate it- 
self from the clutches of the imperialist war. 

“Pravda” of March 18, 1917, contained an article by 
Stalin entitled “The Conditions of Victory of the Russian 
Revolution, ” in which, analysing the precedent events and 
the existing situation, he arrived at the conclusion that the 
dual power had to be abolished and a genuine organ of re- 
volutionary power created that would- “mobilize all the liv- 
ing forces of the people against the counter-revolution.” He 
went on to say that “ the only body that can serve as this 
organ is a National Soviet of Workers', Soldiers' and Peas- 
ants' Deputies. Such is the first condition of‘ the victory 
of the Russian revolution,” thereby at this date already 
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preparing the way for the slogan “All power to the 
Soviets! 

. At this time the masses were faced with the urgent 
cjuestion of their attitude to the war, and in an article in 
“ Pravda of March 16, 1917, entitled “ The War, ” Stalin 
explained that it was necessary “to tear the mask from 
the imperialists and to reveal to the masses what is really 
behind the present war — but this means declaring real war 
on war, it means making the present war impossible.'^ 

The question now arose of finding a correct solution to 
the national problem, which was keenly agitating the nu- 
merous nationalists in Russia. Stalin gave the Bolshevik 
answer in an article entitled “The Abolition of National 
Disabilities, ” published in “Pravda" of MarcTi 25, 1917, 
in which he said that “it is necessary immediately to es- 
tablish the rights of the nationalities now freed from op- 
pression and to give these rights the force of law," and 
he went on to elaborate the Bolshevik demands on the na- 
tional question, namely, the right of nations to self-deter- 
mination, up to and including state secession. 

The Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries were 
helping the landlords and capitalists to preserve the old 
agrarian relations. They called upon the peasants to de- 
fer the solution of the agrarian problem until the Consti- 
tuent Assembly was convened, but they kept on postpon- 
ing the convocation of the Constituent Assembly inde- 
finitely. In a leading article in “ Pravda ” of April 14, 1917, 
entitle “ The Land to the Peasants, ” Stalin exposed this 
deception perpetrated on the peasants by the Socialist-Re- 
volutionaries, Mensheviks and Cadets. “What do they 
care about the peasants as long as the landlords flourish! " 
he wrote, and he went on to say “That is why we call 
upon the peasants, upon all the peasant poor of all Russia, 
to take their cause into their own hands and push it for- 
ward. 

“ We call upon them to organize in revolutionary peas- 
ant committees (district, rural area, etc.), to -seize the. 
landed estates through these committees, and to set about 
cultivating them in an organized manner, without waiting 
for orders. 

“ We call upon them to do this without delay, not wait- 
ing for the Constituent Assembly and pa 3 dng no attention 
to reactionary Ministerial vetos. which are so many spokes 
in the whqel of the revolution." 

Thus, Stalin found Bolshevik solutions for the most 
important problems of the revolution even before Lenin's 
arrival in Russia. 

One of the most important conditions for the victory 
of the proletarian Socialist revolution was the preserva- 
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tion of the consistent principles of Bolshevik policy; it was 
necessary to combat those who favoured coalition with the 
bourgeoisie, and who would postpone the Socialist revolu- 
tion indefinitely. 

The opportunists found in Stalin a powerful and un- 
compromising opponent. He struck hard not only at the 
Mensheviks, Socialist-Revolutionaries and Cadets, but also 
at the defeatists and blacklegs, Kamenev and his adher- 
ents, who, while claiming to be Bolsheviks, pursued a trea- 
cherous policy towards the revolution. Stalin kept the flag 
of the Central Committee of the Bolshevik Party flying. At 
the same time he urged Lenin by telegraph to hasten his 
return to Russia. 

On April 3, Stalin went to Byelo-ostrov to meet Lenin. 
It was with great joy that the two leaders of the revolu- 
tion, the two leaders of Bolshevism, met after their long 
separation. They were both abour to launch into the 
struggle for the dictatorship of the working class, to lead 
the struggle of the revolutionary people of Russia. During 
the journey to Petrograd Stalin informed Lenin of the 
state of aflairs in the Party and of the progress of the re- 
volution. On April 4, Lenin addressed a conference and 
read his celebrated April Theses, in which he outlined the 
plan for the capture of power by the Soviets. When Zino- 
viev and Klamenev, those traitors to the revolution, oppos- 
ed this plan, they met with a severe rebuff at the hands 
of Stalin, who ardently defended Lenin's plan for the 
growth of the bourgeois-democratic revolution into the 
Socialist revolution. 

A new period in Stalin's life began, a period of joint 
activity with Lenin. He attaches exceptional importance 
to the revolutionary experience he acquired in 1917. Speak- 
ing at a meeting of workers of the Central Repair Shops 
of the Transcaucasian Railway in Tiflis on June 8, 1926, 
Stalin recalled that period in warm terms. ** Finally, ” he 
said, " I recall 1917, when, by the will of the Party, after 
my wanderings from prison to prison and from place of 
exile to place of exile, I was sent to Leningrad. There, 
amidst the Russian workers, in close proximity to the great 
teacher of the proletarians of all countries, Comrade Lenin, 
in the storm of great clashes between the proletariat and 
the bourgeoisie, in the midst of the imperialist war, I learnt 
for the first time what it meant to be a leader of the great 
party of the working class. There, amidst the Russian 
workers— the liberators of the oppressed peoples and the 
vanguard of the proletarian struggle in all countries and 
of all nations — t received my third revolutionary baptism 
of fire. There, in Russia, under Lenin's guidance, I became 
a master in the art of revolutior^." 

66 



Together isrlth Lenin, Stalin took part in the meeting 
of the Executive Committee of the Petrograd Soviet. To- 
geiher with Lenin, he directed the meeting of Bolshevik 
delegates to the All-Russian Conference of Soviets of Work- 
ers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies. Together with Lenin, he, as a 
member of the Central Committee, directed the Central 
Organ of the Party, ‘‘Pravda.” Lenin’s articles in “Prav- 
-da ” alternated with those of Stalin, and, in harmony, they 
drew a clear light on all que-stions touching on the struggle. 

At fee April Conference of the Bolsheviks (1917) Stalin 
reported on the national question, and in opposition to 
pyatakov and other opponents, he urged the Leninist de- 
mand for the right of nations to self-determination. 

Stalin emphatically rejected Kamenev’s proposal that 
the policy of complete lack of confidence in the Provisional 
Government be abandoned for the demand for control over 
the activities of this government by the Soviets, and he 
showed that such control would imply a definite agreement 
between the controllers and the controlled, 

In his report on the national question at this Confer- 
ence, -Stalin subjected the “ Lefts ” — ^Pyatakov and others— 
to withering criticism and showed that they were in fact 
jpiaying into the hands of the chauvinists. “ Thus, ” he 
said, "‘our views on the national question can be reduced 
to the following propositions: (a) recognition of the right 
of nations to secession; <b) regional autonomy for nations 
remaining within the given state; (c) special legislation 
:guaranteemg freedom of development for national mino- 
rities; (d) a single, indivisible proletarian body, a single 
party for fee proletarians of ail nationalities of the given 
state.” CLenin and Stalin, 1917.) 

In May, 1917, after the April Conference, Stalin was 
elected a member of the Political Bureau of the Central 
Committee, and he has remained a member of that body 
ever since. 

As we know, the decisions of the April Conference were 
of enormous imiwrtance for the subsequent progress of the 
revolution, and for the Party’s subsequent struggle for vic- 
tory of the proletarian Socialist revolution. Iliese deci- 
sions indicated the lines for the growth of the bourgeois- 
democratic revolution into a Socialist revolution, the path 
of transition to the second stage of the revolution, the over- 
throw of the power of the capitalists and landlords and the 
establishment of the proletarian dictatorship. In a short 
space of time Lenin and Stalin did an enormous amount of 
work to prepare fee masses for their great task. Day after 
day Stalin engaged - in extensive organisational and pro- 
pagandist activity, and precisely becati;^ of fee immensity 
of the task that confronted the masses, it would have been 
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a mistake to dissipate their forces in isolated actions. The 
masses had to be organized in snch a way that their actions 
would demonstrate the ever increasing strength of Bol- 
shevism. The demonstrations in April, on May Day, and. 
particularly that held on June 18, 1917, gave clear proof 
of this. 

In connection with the June demonstration, Staliit 
drew up a manifesto addressed “ To All Toilers, to All the 
Workers and Soldiers of Petrograd, ” calling upon them to. 
convert that day " into a day of formidable protest by re- 
volutionary Petrograd against reviving oppression and ty- 
raimy! The manifesto went on to say: 

‘‘Let the victorious banners wave to-morrow, to the 
dismay of the enemies of freedom and Socialism! 

“Let your call, the call of the fighters of the revolu- 
tion, resound through the world, to the joy of all the op- 
pressed and enslaved! . • . 

“ Workers! Soldiers! Clasp hands in a. fraternal grasp» 
and— forward under the banner of SoclalismJ 

“All into the streets, comrades! 

“Rally in a close ring around your banners! 

“March in serried ranks through the streets of the^ 
capital! ” 

In the demonstration of June 18, half a million Pet- 
rograd workers and soldiers marched under the banner 
of the Bolshevik Party, under the banner of Lenin and 
Stalin. 


Seeing the speed with which the Bolshevik influence* 
was growing, the Provisional Government decided to ter- 
rorize the Bolshevik Party, to drive it underground; and it 
sought for a pretext to launch political reprisals against 
the Party. 

The treacherous, counter-revolutionary iwlicy of the 
Provisional Government provoked the workers'* and sol- 
diers' demonstrations of July 3 and 4, 1917. After shoot- 
ing down workers and soldiers in the streets, wrecking the 
offices of “Pravda” and hurling despicable accusations at 
Lenin, the Provisional Government Issued am order for 
Ijenin's arrest. He was compelled to go into hiding. The* 
enemies of Bolshevism within the Party insisted that Lenin 
should stand for trial before the court of the counter-re- 
volutionary bourgeoisie. Stalin, Sergo Orjbnikidze, Sverd- 
lov ^d other Bolsheviks who were loyal to Lenin conceal- 
ed him from the police of the bourgeois Kerensky govern- 
ment, from the infuriated Junkers and other Whiteguards. 

stem and difhcult moment Stalin firmly led 
the P^y in mustering forces for armed insurrection. 

^ or the “ Rabochy r SOI* 

dat { Workers and Soldiers"), issued in place cC 



Pravda, ” which had been suppressed by the government, 
published an article by Stalin entitled “The Victory of the 
Counter-Revolution,” in which he wrote: 

“The workers will never forget that in the stern mo- 
ments of ;the July days, when the enraged counter-revolu- 
tion opened fire on the revolution, the Bolshevik Party was 
the only party that did not desert the working-class dis- 
tricts. 

“ The woikers will never forget that in those stem mo- 
ments the ‘ruling' parties, the Socialist-Revolutionaries 
and Mensheviks, were in the camp of those who attacked 
and disarmed the workers, soldiers and sailors. 

“ The workers will remember all this and will draw the 
proper conclusions.” (Lenin and Stalin, 1917.) 

On July 26, 1917, when the counter-revolution was cele- 
brating its “victory, ” the Sixth Congress of the Party as- 
sembled. As we know, this Congress, which was directed 
by Stalin, for Lenin was then in hiding, shaped the course 
•of the Party towards armed insurrection. The main re- 
ports were made by Stalin. He showed that the chief task 
now was to explain to the masses the need for the armed 
overthrow of the bourgeois power and the establishment 
of the power of the proletariat and the poor peasantry. 

“Only one thing remained,” Stalin said, “namely, to 
take power by force, by overthrowing the Provisional Crov- 
ormnent. And only the proletariat in alliance with the 
poor peasants could take power by force.” (“ History of the 
C.PJSU.CB.3 ”/) 

He showed further that the bourgeoisrrdemocratic • re- 
volution was already growing into the Socialist revolution, 
and that the changes that had taken place in the whole 
economic life of the country — ^both in agriculture and in 
mdustry— determined the Socialist character of our re- 
solution. “It has begun to assume the character of a 
^Scxsialist, workers’’ revolution,” he said. (“Political Report 
of the Central Committee at the Sixth Congress of the 
RJSDliH?.,’” Lenin and Stalin, 1917.) 

He gave a severe rebuff to the enemies of the proleta- 
Tian revolution — ^Bukharin and Preobrazhensky. These 
opjK)itunists asserted at the Congress that Russia could 
not be the first country to achieve a successful Socialist 
revolution. To this assertion Stalin rephed “We must 
abandon the antiquated idea that only Btirope can show 
us the way. There is dogmatic Marxism and creative 
Marxism. I stand by the latter.^ {“ Reply to Preobrazhen- 
sky on Point 9 of the resoluticm on the Political' Situation, ” 
Lenin and Stalin, 1917.) 

He also pointed out that the dual power had already 
come to an end, that the power had actually passed into 
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the hands of the bourgeoisie. A new period had set in. He: 
said; "The peaceful period of the revolution has ended, a 
non-peaceful period has begun, a period of clashes and ex- 
plosions. . . ("Report on the Political Situation/’ Lenin 
and Stalin, 1917.) 

The "History of the Civil War” says the following of 
the Sixth Congress: "Lenin’s spirit, his ideas, his firm 
leadership and his direct and clear-cut recommendations 
inspired the work of the Congress and the speeches and 
utterances of Stalin. Stalin carried on Lenin’s cause, ral:- 
lying the Party for the urgent and decisive task— the over- 
throw of the bourgeois government and the seizure of power 
by the proletariat and the poor peasants. ” 

During this period, Stalin mamtained contact ^th 
Lenin directly, as well as through Sergo Orionikid25e; he 
kept up a constant correspondence with him and firmly 
carried out Lenin’s plan of preparation for armed insur- 
rection. 

Concerning Stalin’s visit to Lenin in his place of hid- 
ing, Comrade S. Alliluyev says in his reminiscences : 

"In the July days, when Lenin was obliged to hide 
from the persecution of the infuriated bourgeoisie, he lived 
with me for several days, from July 6 to July 11, and Comr 
rade Stalin used to come to my house to visit Comrade 
Lenin. When Comrade Lenin left Sestroretsk (this 
was on the night of July 11), Comrade Stalin and I accom- 
p^ied him to the Sestroretsk Station, which was then 
situated in Novaya Derevnya, on the Bolshaya Nevka em- 
bankment. We walked all the way from Tenth Rozhdest- 
venskaya Street to the station. 

" While he was staying in the shack at Razliv, and later 
in Finland, Lenin sent me letters from time to time to be 
delivered to Comrade Stalin. The letters were brought to 
my house, and as they had to be answered promptly, Comr 
rade Stalin moved into my house, 17 Rozhdestvenskaya 
Street, in August, and occupied the room in which Com- 
rade Lenin had hidden during the July days. ” 

Thanks to the correct policy pursued by the Party 
under the leadership of such great masters in the art of re- 
volution as Lenin and Stalin, the proletariat and the revo- 
lutionary soldiers and sailors, rallying round the Party of 
the Bolsheviks, won over ever larger and larger numbers 
of the peasantry. 

General Komiibv’is mutiny in August, 1917, was crush- 
ed. A considerable share of the work of organizing the 
masses for the purpose of crushing this counter-revolu- 
tionary general and his accomplices fell to the lot of Stalin 
as ajeader of the Bolshevik Party. 

, Writing in the "Rabochy i Soldat” of August a, 1BI% 
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St^din exposed the eoiinter-revolutiona^’ designs of the 
government. When this counter-revolutionary Cotincil was 
convened in Moscow in August, he wrote an article entitled 
'‘Against the Moscow Council,’* in which he set the fol- 
lowing tasks before the advanced workers: 

(1) to tear from the Council the mask of a repre- 
sentative organ of the people, to drag its counter-revolu- 
tionary, anti-people’s nature into the light; 

(2) to expose the Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolu- 
tionaries who are shielding this Council with the flag of 
'saving the revolution* and are misleading the people of 
Russia; 

“ (3) to ’organize mass protest meetings against these 
counter-revolutionary machinations of the ‘saviours’ , . . 
of the profits of the landlords and capitalists* 

‘‘Let the enemies of the revolution know,” warned 
Stalin, “that the workers will not allow themselves to be 
deceived, that they will not allow the battle-flag of the 
revolution to slip from their hands. ** 

In the first issue of “ Proletary, ** which began to ap- 
pear in August, 1917, after “Rabochy i Soidat” had been 
suppressed by the Kerensky government, Stalin in an ar- 
ticle entitled “Whither the Moscow Council ? ** welcomed 
the strike organized by the Moscow workers in protest 
against the Moscow Council of the enemies of the revolu- 
tion. He exposed this counter-revolutionary conspiracy 
step by step. Summing up the proceedings of the Moscow 
Council in an article in the “ Proletary ” of August 17, 1917, 
he stnted that it had r^ulted in the “coronation of coun- 
ter-revolution. ” 

As we know, the KomEov mutiny had another result. 
It made the masses realize that only the Bolshevik Party 
could lead them to victory, that only the i>ower of the 
Soviets could guarantee the consolidation of the gains of 
the revolution. The new elections to the Soviets resulted 
in a victory for the Bolsheviks. The slogan “All Power 
to the Soviets!” which had been temporarily withdrawn, 
was put forward, 

Lenin was now more and more insisting on the neces- 
sity of preparing for insurrection, of passing oh to revo- 
lution, In his letters, “ The Bolsheviks Must Assume 
Power” (Lenin: Selected Works ^ Vol. VI) and “Marxian 
and Insurrection” (Ibid.) ^ he severely condemned the capi- 
tulators, 'Kamenev, Zinoviev and the other opponents of 
insurrection. - At a meeting of the Central Committee on 
September 15, the traitor Kamenev went so far as to pro- 
pose that a statement be inserted in the fesoluMon to the 
effect that the Boldxeviks were oppcwsed to all street actions, 
whatsoever, and further that Lenih^ letters be burnt, coaly 
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one copy of each being preserved in the hies. Stalin passed 
severe stricture on Kamenev and thwarted his plans. He 
proposed that Lenin's letters be discussed immediately and 
that copies of them be sent to the most important Party 
organizations for their guidance. The Central Committee 
adopted these proposals. 

Stalin at this period devoted great attention to the 
preparations for armed uprising, to the formation of a Red 
Guard, and the arming of the workers. 

On October 10, 1917, the Central Committee of the Bol- 
shevik Party appointed Stalin to be the -memher of the 
Political Bureau in charge of the insurrection. At the 
meetings of the Central Committee of October 10 and 16, 
at which the question of launching the armed uprising and 
taking power was decided, Stalin, jointly with Lenin, ex- 
posed and denounced Zinoviev, i^menev, Trotsky and 
the other traitors, defeatists and blacklegs of the revolu- 
tion, showing that their proposals were tantamount to de- 
liberately putting off the revolution and giving the coun- 
ter-revolution the opportunity to organize. 

At the meeting of October 16, Stalin said “Objectively, 
what Kamenev and Zinoviev propose would enable the 
counter-revolution to organize.” He pointed out that two 
lines were contending against each other: one line was 
heading for revolution; the other line “does not believe 
in the revolution and counts on being only an opposition.” 
(Lenin and Stalin. 1917.) 

The enlarged meeting of the Bolshevik Central Com- 
mittee of October 16 placed Stalin at the head of the Party 
Centre for the direction of the uprising. It was this centre 
that directed the fighting during the October days. The 
Central Committee frustrated the reactionary plans of the 
Provisional Government to draw counter-revolutionary 
forces to Petrograd in order to crush the uprising. Kerensky 
ordered the suppression of the Bolshevik newspaper “Ra- 
bochy Put” (“Worker’s Path”), but in vain, “it no longer 
depended on him.” Stalin mustered a defence squad of 
Red Guards and Soldiers, which ensured the publication 
of the paper. 

At 11 ajn. on October 24 (November 6), “ Rabochy Put 
appeared with a call to werthrow the Provisional Govern- 
ment. Simultaneously, on - the orders of the Party Centre 
for the direction of the uprising, detachments of revolu- 
tionary soldiers and Red Guards were hurriedly concen- 
trated at the Smolny. 

The uprising had begun. 

That same day Lenin wrote in his “Letter to the Mem^ 
bers of the Central Oommittee”: 
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“We must at all costs, this very evening, this very 
raght, arrest the government, first disarming the junkers 
'defeating them if they resist), and so forth. 

‘‘We must not wait! We may lose everything! . . . 

“The matter must be decided without fail this very 
evening, or this very night. 

“History will net forgive revolutionaries for procras- 
tinating when they could be victorious today (will certainly 
be victorious to-day), while they risk losing much, in fact, 
everything, to-morrow. . . . 

“The government is wavering. It must be destroyed 
at all costs. 

“To delay action will be fatal.’* (Lenin and Stalin. 
.1917.) 

That same day, too, Stalin wrote an article in the 
“‘Eabochy Put” entitled “What Do We Need?” in which 
he said : 

“The time has come when further delay will be fatal 
ior the whole cause of the revolution. 

“The present government of landlords and capitalists 
must be replaced by a new government of workers and 
peasants.” (Lenin and Stalin, 1917.) 

That night Lenin arrived at the Smoiny and jointly 
with Stalin directed the armed forces of the revolution. 

In the morning of October 25 (November 7) power pass- 
•ed into the hands of the workers and poor peasants. 

On October 27 (November 9) the first workers’ and 
peasants’ government was organized, headed by Lenin and 
-Stalin. 

The decision of the Congress of Soviets to form a Coun- 

of People’s Commissars was signed: “Chairman of the 
Council: Vladimir Ulyanov (Lenin); Chairman for the 
. Affairs of the Nationalities: J. V. Djugashviii (Stalin).” 

The Great October Proletarian Socialist Revolution 
•was victorious. A new era in the history of mankind was 
Tishered in, the era of Socialism. The reign of the Second 
Intemafional, of Social-Democracy, in the working-class 
movement came to a close; the reign of Leninism and the 
Third International began. 

The great historical moment had arrived; the goal to- 
wards which the great leaders of the working class had 
striven was achieved; the dream of the finest ininds of 
'humanity was realized, the banner of CJommunism was 
imfurled over one-sixth of the earth. 

At the time of - the Revolution of October, 1917, the 
Tinembership of the Bolshevik Party was less than a Quar- 
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ter of a million, but ft wa& backed by the millions, who 
poured into the cause of the Socialist revolution the revo~ 
iutionary ardour that had been accumulating for centu- 
ries. They confidently marched to victory and achieved 
it, for the glorious banner of the proletarian Socialist re- 
volution was held aloft by those two great battle-tried 
standard bearers, those two great masters of the art of 
revolution — Lenin and Stalin, 
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CHAPTER \m 


THE EARLY PERIOD OP SOVIET GOVEENRiERT 

We have seen how important, immense and varied. 
were Stalin’s activities in the period of the first revolutioni. 
in the period of reaction and of the revival of the revo- 
lutionary movement after the first revolution, and in the 
period of conquest of power by the proletariat, but even 
more important have his activities been in the period of 
the proletarian dictatorship, when it was necessary to pro- 
tect and uphold the power that had been won, to build up 
a Socialist economic system and a Socialist society in the 
midst of a capitalist encirclement. 

Defining the world-wide significance of the October 
Revolution in his article, “ The October Revolution and the 
National Question” (“Pravda,” November 6 and 19, 1918). 
Stalin wrote: 

“ The great international significance- of. the October- 
Revolution chiefly consists in the fact that: 

* " (1) It has widened the s:ope pf the national question 
and converted, it from the particular question of combating, 
national oppression into the general question of emanci- 
pating the oppressed natioms, colonies' and semi-colonies- 
from imperialism; 

“ <2) It has opened up vast possibilities and- revealed 
the true way of achieving emancipation, and thereby 
greatly helped the cause of emancipation of the oppresed 
nations of the West and the East, having drawn them into 
the common channel of the victorious struggle £^aisst 
imperialism; 

” (31 It, has thereby erected a bridge between the So- 
cialist West and the enslaved East, having created' a new 
line of revolutions against world imperialism, extending 
from ihe proletarians of the West, through the Busdai* 
revolution, to the oppressed nations of the East. 

"This in fact explains the indescribable enthu^ a sm. 
which is now being displayed for the Russian’ proletariat 
by the toiling ^and exploited masses qf the East and West. 

“ And this largely explains the brutal fury -with which 
the imperialist rpl^rs of the world have hurled themselves; 
against Soviet Russia.” 



:tod the Great October Proletarian Socialist Revolution 
did, in fact, call for the furious resistance of the entire 
: capitalist world and savage attacks on the Soviet Union. 

Lenin, Stalin and the whole Bolshevik Party clearly 
saw that the counter-revolutionary bourgeoisie would en- 
deavour by force of arms and by every other means at its 
disposal to recover its lost power, and they clearly realized 
:that in order to protect the existence of the young Soviet 
state, repulse the Russian and foreign counter-revolution- 
caries and crush the resistance of the bourgeoisie, the new 
state must create a powerful armed force — a Red Army. 

Tremendous burdens fell upon the shoulders of Lenin 
and Stalin from the earliest days of the October Socialist 
Revolution. The Smolny Institute in Petrograd became 
the ^neral headquarters of the fighting forces of the re- 
volution, where Lenin, Stalin, Dzerzhinsky and Sverdlov 
often went days and nights without sleep. 

At a later date, in his article “Three Years of the 
^Proletarian Dictatorship,” Stalin wrote of this period as 
follows : 

“ On October 24 . . . we, a small group of Bolsheviks 
headed, by Comrade Lenin, having at our disposal the 
Petrograd Soviet <it was then Bolshevik), an inconsiderable 
Red Guard and nothing but a small and stiH rather un- 
consolidated Communist Party . . . having deposed the 
representatives of the bourgeoisie, handed over the power 
of government to the Second Congress of Soviets qf 
Workers", Peasants" and Soldiers" Deputies.” 

Whole volumes could be written — and will be written 
— on how Lenin and Stalin worked to build the first Socialist 
state in the world, and how Stalin, together with lienin 
^own to X924, and, after Lenin’s death, at the head of the 
•Central Committee of the Bolshevik Party and together 
wsdth the whole ’Party^ went on building the Socialist state, 
staunchly defending it, and, with all the strength, will 
and indomitable energy of his revolutionary genius, forti- 
fied and strengthened the land of ^viets, the Land of 
Socialism. 

There was no past experience to draw upon in the 
building of such ra state. The Paris Commune had been 
^ali too short-lived to serve as a guide, and everything had 
to be started from the begmning ; a new proletarian state 
liad to be built up and the old bourgeois machinery of 
state destroyed. 

When the Bolsheviks took to arms in October, 1917, 
iihey ftxlly realized Dvhat a tremendous task they were 
^dertaking. 

The vast work of building a new world was helped 
Marxian .science, which enabled the Bolsheviks to find 



their bearings in the new and complex situation, fumishec: 
them with a toowledge of the laws of social development,, 
and supplied the first, although rough, outline of a pro- 
gramme for this work of construction. A repulse had to 
be given to the numerous attacks of the counter-revolu- 
tionary bourgeoisie, to its attempts, by means of military 
action and sabotage, to restore the power of the capitalists' 
and landlords. 

In this building of the new Socialist state, Stalin played, 
a tremendous part. 

Many new institutions arose in the Soviet state, for 
which there was no precedent. The People's Commissariat 
for the ASairs of the Nationalities, for example, was the- 
first of its kind in history, as. was also the People's Com- 
missariat of the Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspectorate, 
formed somewhat later. Both these Commissariats were 
placed in the charge of Stalin. 

If we leave aside the short-lived Paris Commune^ the 
prototype of the proletarian state, the dictatorship of the 
proletariat was something quite new in the history of man-^ 
kind. Lenin defined this dictatorship as a power mani-- 
fested alike in military activity, in economic organization, 
in the suppression and eradication of all the reactionary*' 
forces of the old society, and in the creation of a new,.. 
Socialist culture. And, indeed, from the very first day of 
the revolution the Bolsheviks were faced with tasks nf the 
utmost urgency in the most varied spheres: administra- 
,tive, organizational, military, economic, educational, the 
sphere of propaganda and agitation, culture. The path of 
advance had to be iilumined by the light of theory ; Stalin'^' 
articles in the “Rabochy Put” were of inestimable value 
as a guide, as were also the more important decrees of 
the Soviet government. The Declaration of the Rights of. 
the Peoples of Russia, published on November 2 (15), 1917, . 
over the joint signatures of Lenin and Stalin, and the 
Declaration of the Rights of the Toiling and Exploited 
People, adopted at the Third All-Russian Congress . of^ 
Soviets in January, 1918, were written by Lenin in close 
collaboration with Stalin. The decree for the confiscation 
of the Putilov Works and other plants was signed by Stalin, 
deputizing for Lenin on the Council of People's Commissars.. 

At the same time a ruthless fight had to be waged 
against the blacklegs in the October Revolution— Sgiinoviev, 

■ Kamenev, Rykov and the others who deserted at thia 
moment of trial. These wretched cowards preferred to 
keep out of barm's way and rendered .a service to the 
bourgeoisie, the Mensheviks and the Socialist-Revolution- 
aries. Together with Lenin, Stalin vigorously fought these 
traitors to the revolution. . 
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This was a fight on iwo fronts, for it was essential at 
'the same time relentlessly to expose the so-called ‘"Left 
Communists/" who, together with the Trotskyites and the 
Left Socialist-Revolutionaries,” were doing immense harm 
to the Soviet Government and the Communist Party, 

The most burning question at that time was the con- 
. elusion of peace at the earliest possible moment. In set- 
ting out to conquer power, the Bolshevik Party had united 
the masses, the workers, peasants, soldiers and sailors 
around the demand for an early conclusion of peace. The 
country was worn out by four years of war. The imperial- 
ist war had to he terminated at all costs. The fatigue 
of the masses could not be ignored. Lenin and Stalin 
{With the unswerving aim of defending and consolidating 
the S<7viet Republic, the bulwark of world revolution, clearly 
realized how essential it was to secure a respite from the 
war, however brief, no matter what the cost. They there- 
fore insisted on the conclusion of peace at the earliest 
possible moment. 

The Soviet government called upon all the nations of 
the world to end the war by a democratic peace. But the 
.British, French, American and Japanese imperialists re- 
,Jected the proposal. Soviet Russia could therefore eme:^€ 
from the war only by concluding a separate peace with 
Gemany. Drastic as were the terms dictated by the Ger- 
man imperialists, peace had to be consented to at any 
price in order to escape from the clutches of the imperial- 
ist war. The “Left Communists” and the Trotsk^tes 
endeavoured to frustrate the cause of peace. Their ring- 
leaders — ^Trotsky, Bukharin, Pyatakov and Radek— went 
so far as to conspire with the enemies of the Bolshevik 
party fmr the overthrow of the Soviet regime, for the crea- 
tion of a new government headed by Trotsky^ and for the 
.arrest .and assassination of Lenin and Stalin and of other 
leaders of 'the Bolshevik Party who were loyal to Com- 
munism. Kamenev, Zinoviev, Trotsky and the “ Left Com- 
.munists ” carried on a fierce struggle against Lenin, Stalin, 
:SverdlOY and the other advocates of peace. The “Left 
Communists” went so far as to consent to the downfall 
of the Soviet regime, 

“ Never, it seems,” Stalin says in “ On the Opposition,” 
^''did the struggle in the Party among the Bolsheviks reach 
-such a pitch: of ferocity as during this period, the period of 
tlie Brest-Litovsk Peace ” 

At a meeting of the Central Committee of the Bolshevik 
-Party on February 23, 1918, Stalin joined with Lenin in 
attaddng the Trotskyites and “Left Communists.” “Either 
a respite,” >he ^d, “ or the downfall of the revolution.” 
“The question,” he further said, “stands as follows — either 
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our revolution is defeated and the revolution in Europe 
is fettered, or we secure a respite and consolidate our 
position.” 

It was only thanks to the firmness of Lenin, Stalin 
and Sverdiov and of other Bolsheviks loyal to Lenin, that 
the '"Left Communists” were defeated. The majority of 
the Central Committee supported Lenin and Stalin. So 
did the Party, which thus took the right path, notwith- 
standing the drastic terms of the Bre^-Litovsk Peace, of 
which Lenin, writing in an article entitled A Distressful 
Peace,” on the day following the decision to sign it, wrote 
“Intolerably severe are the terms of peace. Nevertheless,, 
history will claim its own * . . Let us set.to work to organize, 
organize and organize. Despite all trials, the future is ours.*^ 

Very important was the work performed by the Soviet 
government in this and the subsequent period in the settle- 
ment of a number of complicated problems relating to the 
organization of the national republics, in the adjustment 
of various conflicts that arose within them, and in explain- 
ing the national policy to the Party and to the world from 
the Marxist-Leninist standpoint. Stalin was the invariable 
reporter on the national question at all congresses, con- 
ferences and meetings. It was he, too, who drew up the 
most Important decisions on the national question, and 
it was he who drafted the first Constitution of the R.SPJSii. 
<Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic). 

On April 2*7, 191S, on Lenin’s proposal, Stalin was 
appointed plenipotentiary of the RSP^JR. in the negotia- 
tions with the Ukrainian Bada. The Ukrainian Rada was 
a bourgeois government which had sei^ power in the 
Ukraine with the assistance of foreign forces of interven- 
tion, the Mensheviks and the Socialist-Revolutionaries. 
"When conflict arose between the Ukrainian Rada and the 
Soviet Government, Stalin was sent to the Ukraine ; there 
lie ascertained the true political character of the Rada, 
which was playing the part of a broker and pander ; it stood 
for a division of power between the bourgeoisie, on the 
one hand, and the proletariat and the peasantry, on the 
oj^er- The Bolshevik Party did not share power with the 
“bourgeoisie, but overthrew it. Stalin brilliantly carried out 
the wishes of the Party, and led the Ukrainian masses in 
this period of their struggle against the Rada. He also 
played a tremendous part in the sovietization of Byelo- 
russia. 

Stalin arranged and presided at the Constituent Con- 
gress of the Tatar-Bashkir Republic. The speech he made 
at this congress, which was published in “Pravda” of 
May 10. 1918. ended with the following appeal to the 

Tf 



Bashkir and Tatar peoples and to all the Mohammedan: 
nations of the Bast : 

Of no less' importance was the part played by Stalin 
beacon to the Mohammedan nations of the East, lighting: 
the path to their emancipation from oppression*” 

Of no less importance was the part played by Stalin 
in the emancipation of the peoples of Transcaucasia from, 
the rule of the Mensheviks, Dashnaks and Mussavatists,^ 
and of the national-deviators who had wormed their way 
into the ranks of the Bolshevik Party. 

In this period of tremendous successes of the Soviet 
Republic, which Lenin called the. “ triumphal march of the 
Soviet power,” it was necessary to begin laying the founda- 
tions of a Socialist economic system, in this, however, the 
Soviet government encountered the gravest difSculties. 
Hardest of all was the food situation. When the Bolsheviks 
had taken power in October, 1917, there was only a two 
days’ stock of provisions in Leningrad and it was only after 
the most energetic search in every store and warehouse 
that Stalin managed to secure a ten days’ supply of 
bread. It was no empty threat of Ryabushinsky and the 
other gentlemen of his kind that they would strangle the 
revolution with the gaunt hand of famine. 

And so we find Stalin^ entrusted with the job of 
organizing the food supply. A decision of the Council of 
People’s Commissars of May 29,1918, signed by Lenin, states: 
“People’s Commissar Joseph Vissarionovich Stalin, Mem- 
ber of the Council of People’s Commissars, is appointed: 
by the Council of People’s Commissars Director-General 
of Pood Affairs in the Soutli of Russia.” 

This meant a real “ war for bread,” for the most fertile 
regions had been cut off by the Whiteguards. And when 
Stalin entered on the work of food supply he very soon 
became convinced that grain would have to be won by- 
force of arms. On May 23, 1918, in one of his talks wito 
Lenin over the telephone, Stalin, who had left for the South 
before the decision of the Council of People’s Commissars; 
mentioned, said : 

“ There are large stocks of grain in the North Caucasus,, 
but they cannot be sent north because the railway has been 
cut. , Until the line *has been restored, the transport of 
grain is. out of the question. An expedition has been sent^ 
to the Samara and Saratov provinces, but it will , not be 
possible to consign grain to you in the next few days. We : 
hope to restore the line in about ten days. Hold on as^ 

♦ MUSSAVATISTS, Hie Massavat ms the Masaalmaar Democratic Party, estaBlieb'ed 
ixF 19X3, itt Axerbaijan. It advocated capitalism, the unity of near eastern Mohammedan-' 
IHS^Ies under thc^ “Trukisb Empire. Supported tsarism during the 1914* 1913 irar, ' Fotigbti; 
the Baho camntune in. 1918. Antieted XXenikin in 1920. 
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Stalin as a young man. 




iw< 5 fc vou can: issue meat and fish, -which we can sand 
TOU in abundance. Things will be easier in about a 
week/* 

A little while later, Stalin wired Lenin saying : 

“ You will receive 160 carloads of grain and 46 carloads 
of fish by this route. Tne rest will be sent through Saratov.” 

■ Such were the conditions in which the Work of food 
OTotfv bad to be organized. A counter-revolutionary move- 
ment was spreading in the Don Region, and Tsaritsyn (now 
Stalingrad j was acquiring great strategical importance. 
?he kulaks*— brutal enemies of the working people— were 
«Hrrine UP revolt everywhere in an endeavour to stifle the 
eovemment with the hand of famine. Matters vrere 
^111 further complicated by a revolt of the kulak party— 
“Left” Socialist-Revolutionaries— in Moscow at the 
fipffinning of Juiyj 1916. 

”^npnlvine to a letter from Lenin on the subject of pos- 
sible*^ action by the “ Left ” Socialist-Revolutionaries in 
Tsaritsvn Stalin said : 

to the hysterical ones, rest assured, our hand will 
■nnt. falter We shall treat enemies like enemies.” 

“ It^would have been difidcult to find another man who 
rnnid do as Eiuch as Stalin in the matter of organizing 
thp fond suonlv. and Lenin attached great importance to 
SI aS to T^riteyn. A proclamation of the Council of 
^lle“ cSm^ari “To AU the Toiling People" stat^ : 

“The seizure of certain lunction points on the Siberian 
naiiwav bv the counter-revolutionaries will, of course, affwt 
JhT fnrU supply of the starving country for a time, but 
w>i^ian*^ench, British and CzechoslovaJkian imperial- 
^11 not succeed in starving the revolution into sub- 
S-East is coming to the aid of the starv- 
i^North People’s Commissar Stalin, who is at present 
S^Tsaritwn w&re he is directing the procuring of fwd 
l^he Don and the Kuban, informs us by -w’ire of the 
Sale suppUes of grain which he hopes to dispatch to the 
WrtiH'ii In the course of a week. 

nerceived what a treacherous and fatal poUQr 
wasDursuing in the army. He kept Lenin Informed 
^^^astic state of affairs at the front and declared that 
parsuing a suspicious policy that was obviously 
S tee ad^toge of the Whiteguards and the fore^n in- 
^He demanded that the direction of the armies 
of Trotsky’s hands. Lenin placed the ntmo^ 
in Stalin and the latter was charged with the 


tack of “ establishing order, consouaanng me aeiaenmexii.=. 
S Sgutorunite and establishing a proper command, after 

» ynr xgs Bich “'**» J«4er«. He *• *>»*" 

** ast.” 
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dismissing all insubordinates.” (Quotod by Voroshilov in 
“ Stalin and the Red Army .”) 

Stalin took over the direction of the Revolutionary 
Council of the Southern Front and in a very short; space of 
time succeeded in reconstructing the army, forming efidcient 
divisions, brigades and regiments, improving military sup- 
plies and clearing both the army and the rear of counter- 
revolutionary elements. In this tremendous work, Stalin 
had the support of faithful assistants like Voroshilov, Kirov, 
Orjonikidze, Budyonny, Shchadenko and Mekhlis. 

On a written instruction from Trotsky which, ran 
counter to Stalin’s measures, the latter wrote : “ To be 

disregarded.” It was only thanks to the firm and correct 
policy pursued by Stalin that the Tsaritsyn front was con- 
solidated and the enemy routed and fiung back beyond 
the Don. 

But while engaged in defending the Soviet Republic, 
arms in hand, Stalin never forgot another weapon and 
never suspended his literary labours. His articles in 
Pravda ” at this period deal with some of the most urgent 
questions of the revolution from a Bolshevik standpoint, 
supply Bolshevik answers to them, and give a Bolshevik 
rebuff to the enemies of Marxism, 

One of these articles was The October Revolution and 
the National Question” (“Pravda,” November 6 and 19. 
1918. Later included in “Marxism and the National and 
Colonial Question”). In addition to writing for “Pravda,” 
he wrote a number of articles for the Tsartisyn press. 

Thus we find that in this early period of tne Soviet 
Republic, Stalin displayed extraordinary ability in the 
spheres of organization, administration, economics and 
military affairs. He won for himself ever greater prestige 
in the Party, trust in him grew stronger than ever, for 
everyone saw that he was wholeheartedly devoted to the 
cause of the revolution and that ail his powers of mind were 
bent on its defence and on the consolidation of its gains. 
He won authority by his indefatigable activities and his 
boundless devotion to the cause of the Socialist revolution. 

Revolution teaches, and Stalin, while guiding huge 
masses, himself always learnt from them and from the 
revolution. 



CHAPTER Vm 


CIVIL WAR 


The Bolsheviks never believed that the proletarian 
dictator^p could be established and consolidated and a 
Socialist state set up without a civil war— that the parasitic 
classes, whose rule had been overthrown by the October 
Proletarian Socialist Revolution, would not put up a savage 
resistance. 

The fact that Russia had emei^ed from the war by 
revolutionary means was a transition from imperialist war 
to civil war. The Russian and foreign bourgeoisie at once 
mobilized forces to combat the Soviet government. The 
revolt of the Czechoslovakian legion— engineered and care- 
fully prepared by the British and French imperialists and 
the Russian counter-revolutionaries— the Cadets, Menshe- 
viks and Socialist-Revolutionaries— marked the beginning 
of a civil war, instigated by the imperialists against the 
Soviet government. 

" Already in the first half of 1918.” the “ History of the 
CP.S.XJ.(B.) ” states : “ two definite forces took shape that 
were prepared to embark u^n the overthrow of the Soviet 
power, namely, the foreign imperialists of the Entente and 
the counter-revolutionaries at home. . , . 

“The conditions of the struggle against the Soviet 
power dictated a union of the two anti-Soviet forces, foreign 
and domestic. And this union was effected in the first half 
of 1918. 

“This was how the foreign military intervention 
s^ainst the Soviet power supported by counter-revolutionary 
revolts of its foes at home originated. 

“This was the end of the respite in Russia and the 
beginning of the Ci^ War, which was a war of the workers 
and peasants of the nations of Russia against the foreign 
and domestic enemies of the Soviet power." (“History cf 
the CP.S.U.[B.3.”) 

The five principal fronts of civil war which formed in 
various parts of Russia demanded a colossal exertion of 
effort. The main forces of counter-revolution were con- 
centrated on the Eastern Front, headed by Kolchak, the 
Southern Front, headed by Denikin, the North-Western 
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Front, headed hy Rodzyanko and Yudenich, the Polish 
Front and the Wrangel Front. In the period of the Crvil 
War nine-tenths of the energies of the Party and of the 
Government were consumed in combating the enemies cf 
the Soviet regime. Fifty per cent of the members of the 
Communist Party and of the Young Communist League — 
and in the war areas one hundred per cent — ^were mobilized 
to resist the Whiteguards and the foreign invaders. 

The part played by Stalin in the direction of the struggle 
was immense. It is described by Voroshilov in the fallow- 
ing words : 

“In the period from 1918 to 1920 Comrade Stalin was 
probably the only person whom the Central Committee 
shifted about from front to front, selecting the most vul- 
nerable spots, the places where the threat to the revolution 
was most imminent,” (K. Voroshilov, “ Stalin and the Red 
Army.”) 

Having, on the instructions of the Party, undertaken 
the highly important task of organising the food supply 
of the country, Stalin was obliged to take charge of the 
military operations in order to defeat the counter-revolu- 
tion and liberate the regions it had seized. 

We now have a number of writings, films and plays 
which depict step by step the activities of Lenin and Stalin 
in these difficult years, when every bushel of grain was 
precious and was secured at the cost of incredible eflfort, 
when the country, surrounded by foreign invaders, gripped 
in the clutches of the blockade, and starving and impover- 
ished as a result of the imperialist war, had to bend all its 
energies to repulse and defeat its enemies. In this defeat 
of the counter-revolution Stalin played a very important 
part. On August 4, 1918, he wrote to Lenin from Tsaritsyn 
that he had “ to start all over again from the beginning : 
we arranged the matter of supply, set up a Military Opera- 
tions Department, established communication with all sec- 
tions of the front, rescinded the old orders, criminal orders, 
I should say, and only after all that, launched an offen- 
sive on Kalach and the South in the direction of Tikhoretsk.’^^ 

The old tsarist army had collapsed ; the new army, 
the Red Army, was only in process of formation. In the 
creation of this army Stalin took an active part. Its ranks 
had been swelled by all sorts of undisciplined elements in 
the early period of the Civil War. Guerrilla methods, in 
the worst sense of the term, were preventing the building 
of a regular army with a single command and a single, 
military discipline. A disciplined regular Red Army had 
to be created at all costs. At the Eighth Congress of the 
Party there was a fairly strong “Military Opposition.” It 
emluraced, on the one hand, men who really encouraged 
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lazk of discipline and guerrilla methods in the Red Army, 
•and, on the other, loyal Bolsheviks who were dissatisfied 
with Trotsky’s direction of the army and resented his 
treacherous treatment of Communists. The Eighth Congress 
put its foot down on guerrilla methods, but at the same 
time adopted a number of decisions to counteract Trotsky’s 
pernicious activities. At this Congress, Stalin joined Lenin 
in fighting for the creation of a disciplined Red Army. 

jSither,” he said, we create a real worker and peasant — 
primarily a peasant — army, a strictly disciplined army, and 
defend the Republic, or we perish.” (Quoted in the History 
of the C.P.S.U.LB.].”) 

Stalin proved himself in the Civil War to be an out- 
standing military leader and an experienced strategist. 
Towards the end of 1918 a highly critical situation arose 
on the Eastern Front. Kolchak had captured Perm and 
•was threatening to seize the north and establish contact 
•with the foreign forces of intervention there. The Third 
Army, demoralized by inefiicient commanders, wa^ in dis- 
orderly retreat and suffering heavy losses. The Central 
Committee of the Party decided “to appoint a Party in- 
vestigating commission consisting of two members of the 
'Central Committee, Dzerzhinsky and Stalin, to investigate 
thoroughly the causes of the surrender of Perm and the 
arecent defeats on the Ural Front, and to fuUy ascertain 
all the attendant circumstances.” (K, Voroshilov, “Stalin 
and the Red Army.”) 

But it -was not in Stalin’s nature to content himself 
-with a mere investigation. He adopted a number of 
'Organizational measures for the consolidation of the army, 
procured arms, cleaned out inefficient commanders, improv- 
ed the work of the Party and the Soviet organs in the 
•district and strengthened the organs of the proletarian 
dictatorship there. “As the result of all these measures 
not only was the enemy’s further advance checked, but 
in January, 1919, the Eastern Front launched an offensive, 
and on the right flank Uralsk was taken. This is how 
Comrade Stalin understood and carried out his task of 
investigating the causes of the catastrophe.’ He investi- 
gate and established these causes and right there ^ and 
then, by his own efforts, eliminated them and achieved 
the necessary improvement.” (Ibid.) 

Considerable assistance to the Party in liquidating 
the Eastern Front was rendered by Frunze and Kuibyshev. 

Although by this time Kolchak had suffered several 
severe reverses and his advance on the European side of 
the Urals was checked, he had, nevertheless, not been 
<;rushed. And In order to divert the forces of the Rea 
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Army from the East and thus help Kolchak, toe foreign 
powers drew up a plan for capturing Petrograd with the 
aid of the Whiteguards. For this purpose toe enemy formed 
an army on Esthonian territory under the command oi 
General Yudenich, which advanced rapidly on Petrograd^ 
endangering toe cradle of the Revolution. In Petrograd 
iteelf and in the Baltic Fleet, at Kronstadt, the enemy had 
his agents — ^traitors among the officers. This enabled hini 
to seize certain strongly fortified places and the forts of 
BIrasnaya Gorka and Seraya Loshad, which had seemed 
impregnable. Whiteguard forces under General Bulak- 
Balakhovich advanced on Pskov. 

A serious situation arose. Stalin was appointed to 
deal with the danger. He restored discipline on this front 
with an iron hand, organized political work among the 
troops, arranged for regular supplies, inspired confidence 
in the ranks of the Red Army, mustered the necessary 
reinforcements, and ruthlessly crushed the enemy and the 
traitors. Although “ prominent experts ” asserted that 
forts like Krasnaya Gorka and Seraya Loshad could not 
be captured from the sea, this feat was accomplished on 
Stalin’s orders and he was soon able to wire Lenin : 

"‘Following the capture of Fort Krasnaya Gorka, Port 
Seraya Loshad has been captured. Their guns are in 
perfect order .... The naval experts assert that toe cap- 
ture of iCrasnaya Gorka from the sea runs counter to all 
naval science. I can only deplore this so-called science. 
The swift capture of Gorka was due to the grossest inter- 
ference in the operations by me and by civilians generally^ 
even to toe point of countermanding orders on land and 
sea and imposing my own. I consider it my duty to declare 
that I shall continue to act in this way in future, despite 
all my reverence for science.” (Quoted by Voroshilov, in 
""Stalin and the Red Army.”) 

And six days later, Stalin was able to report to Lenin 
that a profound change for the better had taken place at 
the front and that the enemy was in retreat. The adver- 
sary was driven into Esthonia. This made it possible to 
rout Kolchak, too, who fled with the remnants of his army 
to Irkutsk. On the way he was arrested and shot by the 
Soviet authorities in Irkutsk. The plan for the defeat of 
Kolchak had been drawn up by Stalin in face of toe oppo- 
sition of Trotsky, who had not wanted the complete defeat 
of Kolchak and had demanded that toe pursuit of his 
army be halted. But even this did not put an end to 
foreign intervention ahd coxmter-revolution. The inter- 
vening powers now placed all their hopes on General 
Denikin, who was at that time in occupation of the Kuban 
Region and was forming a ""volunteer” army, made up, of 
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ofiacers, cadets and other V/hiteguard scum. In the sum- 
mer of 1919, Denikin, having received arms, equipment, 
money and stores from the intervening powers, assumed 
the offensive. Trotsky's orders were calculated to facili- 
tate the advance of Denikin to the utmost. As a result, 
in the latter half of September Denikin’s forces captured 
Orel and approached Tula, a big arsenal centre only four 
hours' journey from Moscow. 

At this juncture the Bolshevik Party issued the call, 
“ AH Out to Fight Denikin ! ” The workers and peasants 
eagerly rallied to the support of the Soviet government. 
They knew that a victory for General Denikin would mean 
the restoration of capitalism and the return of the tsar 
and the landlords. In order to secure Denikin's defeat, 
the Bolshevik Party sent Stalin, Voroshilov, Orjonikidze, 
Kirov, Budyonny, Shchadenko and Mekhlis to the Southern 
Front. The Central Committee took the direction of the 
operations of the Red Army in the South out of the hands 
of Trotsky and rejected his treacherous plan, which would 
have doomed the army to certain defeat. This plan nro- 
vided for the advance of the Red Army through roadless 
country largely inhabited by Cossacks who sympatliized 
with the counter-revolutionaries. Stalin proposed a dif- 
ferent plan, namely, to direct the main blow of the Red 
Army through Kharkov, the Donbas and Rostov. Stalin's 
plan was accepted and put into execution. Lenin person- 
ally wrote the order to field headquarters to act in accord- 
ance with this plan, Denikin was routed, and at the be- 
ginning of 1920 the whole of the Ukraine and the Northern 
Caucasus were cleared of Whiteguard forces. An outstand- 
ing part of this operation was played by the First Mounted 
Army, formed in accordance with Stilin's directions. 

The defeat of Kolchak, Denikin and Yudenich was a 
victory of major importance. England, France and Italy 
were obliged to lift the blockade on Soviet Russia. But 
even this did not put an end to the intervention. In 
August, 1920, hostilities broke out on a large scale in the 
South, this time under the command of a new “ hero of 
counter-revolution— Baron Wrangel. On August 2, 1920, 
the Central Committee of the Party adopted the follow- 
ing decision : 

“ In view of Wrangel’s successes and the anxiety in the 
Kuban, the Wrangel front must be regarded as an abso- 
lutely independent front of tremendous significance and 
dealt with separately, Co3nrade Stalin is instructed to 
form a Revolutionary Military Coimcil and concentrate all 
his efforts on the Wrangel front. ..." (Quoted in Voro- 
shilov's ** Stalin and the Red Army.”) 

The foreign powers still hoped to find a force capable 
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vf overthrowing the Soviet government. And when, in 
April, 1920, Wrangei developed operations in the South, 
the Polish government, instigated by the imperialists, 
launched an offensive in its turn on the land of the Soviets. 
In April. 1920, the Poles invaded the Ukraine and captured 
Kiev. 

Stalin was appointed a member of the Revolutionary 
Military Council of the South-Western Front. The victory 
of the Soviet forces on this front, too, was in a large 
measure due to his efforts, and a big part in the rout of 
the Polish “ White ” forces was again played by the First 
Mounted Army. However, Trotsky and his followers 
thwarted the success of the Red Army, Owing to the fault 
of Trotsky and Tukhachevsky, part of the Red Army 
advanced too far ahead, lost contact with the main reserves 
and found itself without ammunition. This enabled Poland, 
with the help of the British and French imperialists, to 
cut off the Western Ukraine and Western Byelorussia, 
which remained under the yoke of the Polish gentry up to 
the autumn of 1939. 

Voroshilov, who fought side by side with and under 
the personal direction of Stalin, describes the latter’s bril- 
liant strategy in the Civil War in the following words : 

*"What is most striking is Comrade Stalin’s ability 
rapidly to grasp the concrete situation and act accordingly. 
A merciless foe of laxity, insubordination and haphazard 
methods, Comrade Stalin never hesitated, when the inter- 
ests of the revolution so demanded, to take upon himself 
the responsibility for extreme measures, for making a 
clean sweep of things. When the revolutionary situation 
xeqmred it, Comrade Stalin was ready to defy any regula- 
tion, any order from above.” (K. Voroshilov, “Stalin and 
the Red Army.”) 

But at this, as at every other period, Stalin was guided 
by one supreme law— the will of the Party and the interests 
of the revolution. 

On November 27, 1919, on Lenin’s initiative, the All- 
Russian Central Executive Committee conferred on Stalin 
the Order of the Red Banner for his services in the Civil 
War, 

During this period he added to his tremendous experi- 
ence in numerous ffelds of revolutionary activity one more 
experience — experience as a military commander, as a 
leader and organizer of the Red Army, as an organizer of 
the victories of the Soviet government on the fronts of 
war. 
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CHAPTER IX 


PEACE AND ECONOMIC RESTORATION 


From 1914 to the end of 1920 our vast comitrj' had 
been continuously engaged in war— first in the imperialist 
war and then in the Civil War. This had reduced the 
country to a state of extreme economic chaos, poverty and 
ruin. It was in this state of afiairs that the Red Army 
which had grown to five million men had to be demobiliz- 
ed. The military and political alliance between the work- 
ing class and the peasantry which had existed during the 
Civil War no longer satisfied the peasantry. Before the 
work of peaceful construction could be proceeded with, a 
new means of guiding the masses had to be found. The 
methods of compulsion practised in the time of War Com- 
munism had to be replaced by methods of persuasion. The 
alliance of the working class and the peasantry had to be 
built on a new footing, and economic policy had to be 
changed. 

This change was made all the more difidcult by the 
fact that during the Civil War, at the moment when the 
power passed into the hands of the Bolshevik Party, the 
ranks of the latter had been swollen by petty-bourgeois 
elements from the camp of the Mensheviks, Socialist- Revo- 
lutionaries, Bundists and Anarchists, many of whom, on 
joining the Party, had not discarded their anti-Bolshevik 
theories of the past, were unable to do so, and were spread- 
ing doubt as to the correctness of the Party’s line and 
causing vacillation among the unstable members. They 
formed a recruiting ground for oppositionist groups of 
every kind : Trotskyites, “ Left Communists,” anarcfao- 
^ndicalists and decentralists. When the Party passed to 
the work of peaceful construction, to the New Economic 
Policy, to the testoration of the economic life of the 
country, it was these unstable elements who displayed the 
greatest vacillation, and they had to be combated vigorous- 
ly and relentlessly. 

In 1920, on Lenin’s recommendations, a State Commis- 
sion for the Electrification of Russia (known as the 
tGOELRO) was set up. This commission drew up a plan 
•of electrification which would require ten years to fulfil. 
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This was the first programme for the socialist industrial- 
ization of the country, which, as Lenin conceived it, was 
to become the second programme of the Party. This briJ- 
liant plan was opposed by Trotsky and Bykov, but Stalin 
warmly supported it. On receiving a letter from Lenin 
with a copy of the plan of the GOELRO, Stalin at once 
replied that he considered it a masterly draft of a truly 
sixigie and truly state economic plan, and that it was the 
only Marxist attempt in our time to place the Soviet super- 
structure of economically backward Russia on a really 
practical technical and production basis.” 

He proposed that not a minute more be lost in idle 
talk about the plan, that a practical start be made imme- 
diately and that at least one-third of our work be devoted 
to this purpose. 

In 1920 a controversy on the trade union question arose 
in the Party. It arose because Trotsky and his followers 
had proposed that the policy of the period of War Com- 
munism be continued in every sphere of economic and 
Party work, and that the screw be put on tighter.” Their 
purpose was to undermine the confidence of the masses 
in the Bolshevik Party, to create a gulf between the Party 
and the masses, and thus undermine the foundations of 
the proletarian dictatorship. Although each of these 
groups had its ” own plan,” their joint efforts were directed 
against Lenin and Stalin, and against the Bolsheviks loyal 
to Communism. 

Lenin and Stalin joined in a united front in attacking 
these disorganizers and enemies of Party unity and of a 
consistent Marxist policy. Stalin wrote a number of 
articles at this period in “Pravda” in defence of Lenin’s 
Party line. On October 27 of that year he addressed a 
regional Communist conference in Vladikavkaz, where he 
demonstrated that the victory of the October Socialist 
Revolution had created the requisite conditions for the 
successful development and final victory of Socialism. 

At the Tenth Party Congress in the spring of 1921, 
Stalin made a report on the national question, which was 
of fundamental importance. It drew the attention of the 
Party to the need of giving economic and cultural assistance 
to the nationalities which had been oppressed under the 
tsars, and to the need of combating the deviations on the 
national question— especially the chief danger at that 
Juncture — ^Dominant-nation, Great-Russian chauvinism. 

In the summer of 1921 Stalin fell ill. Lenin displayed 
the greatest solicitude and concern for his health. On 
learning of his illness, he at once sent the following tele- 
gram to Sergo Orjonikidze : ” Please let me know what 

is the state of Stalin’s health and the opinion of the doc- 
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tors,’* Upon receiving a reply, he again wired : Com- 
municate name and address of doctor treating Stalin. How 
long has he been ill ? ” In the autumn of 1921 Lenin wrote 
to the commandant of the KremlLn requesting him to 
transfer Stalin to more comfortable quarters, as the noise 
from the adjoining kitchen prevented him sleeping at an 
early hour in the morning ; this was to be done at once, 
and the commandant was to inform him whether he could 
do so, and when. 

In a note to his secretary in December, 1921, Lenin 
requested the latter to remind him in the morning that he 
had to see Stalin, and before that to connect him by tele- 
phone with Doctor Obukh who was treating Stalin. 

These documents show Lenin’s deep affection for Stalin 
and concern for his welfare, and exemplify the attitude of 
Communist to Communist, and of the friendship between 
these two great leaders of Bolshevism. 

On July 6, 1921, Stalin addressed a meeting of the Tlffls* 
Party organizations on the subject of the immediate tasks 
of the Communists in Georgia and Transcaucasia. At this 
time a group of nationalists in the Caucasus was opposing 
the formation of a federation of the Transcaucasian re- 
publics which had been proposed by Stalin. Lenin heartily 
supported Stalin’s proposal, and the Transcaucasian 
Federation of Soviet Republics was formed. The national- 
deviators of Transcaucasia subsequently became outright 
counter-revolutionaries. . By his vigorous opposition in 1921,. 
and his recognition of what these embryonic counter-revo- 
lutionary ideas would develop into Stalin revealed his great 
foresight. 

The Tenth Party Congress decided to introduce the 
New Economic Policy (NEP). Stalin was one of its strong*- 
est supporters and defenders and later gave a classical; 
definition of the meaning of this policy : 

“NEP is a special policy of the proletarian state 
designed to tolerate capitalism but retain the key positions 
in the hands of the proletarian state ; it is designed for 
the struggle between the capitalist and socialist elements, 
lor the growth of the importance of the socialist elements 
at the cost of the capitalist elements, for the victory of 
the socialist elements over the capitalist elements, for the 
abolition of classes and the laying of the foundation of a 
socialist economic system.” 

The Central Committee elected at the Eleventh Party 
Congress appointed Stalin General Secretary of the Central 
Committee of the CPJS.U.CB.). This was a new post in the 
Party. The election of Stalin testified to the fact that 
Lenin, the general staff of the Communist Party, and the 
Party as a whole had the most profound confidence in him 
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and set the highest value on his decisive role in the Party. 
The importance of this role both in the Party and the 
state grew from day to day, and the duties of General 
^Secretary of the Central Committee of the Bolshevik Party 
consumed a great deal of his time and energies. Yet simul- 
taneously with this he performed extensive duties as People's 
Commissar for the Affairs of the Nationalities and People's 
Commissar of the Workers' and Peasants' Inspectorate. 
This called down upon him the attacks of his enemies, 
but Lenin vigorously repulsed them at the Eleventh Party 
Congress. Replying to the Trotskyite Preobrazhensky, who 
was subsequently exposed as an enemy of the people, he 
said : 

“ Preobrazhensky has frivolously complained that Stalin 
is in charge of two commissariats. . . . But what can we 
do to maintain the existing situation in the People's Com- 
missariat for the Affairs of the Nationalities and to get 
to the bottom of all these Turkestan, Caucasian and other 
questions ? After all, they are political problems ! And 
they are problems that must be solved ; they are problems 
which have been occupying European states for hundreds 
of years and which have been solved in the democratic 
republics to only the smallest degree. We are solving these 
problems, and we must have a man to whom any represen- 
tative of the nationalities may come and discuss matters 
at length. Where are we to find such a man ? I think 
that even Preobrazhensky could not name anybody else 
but Comrade Stalin. 

**The same is true of the Workers' and Peasants' In- 
spectorate. The work is tremendous. But to handle the 
work of investigation properly, we must have a man of 
authority in charge, otherwise we shall be submerged in 
petty intrigues.” 

In the summer of 1922 Lenin fell seriously ill, and 
even greater burdens fell on Stalin's shoulders. He paid 
constant visits to Lenin, kept him informed of the state 
of affairs and took council with him when the doctors per- 
mitted it. As soon as Lenin's health had improved a little, 
he requested Stalin to come and visit him. 

In his recollections of this meeting, Stalin relates how 
avidly Lenin interested himself in political questions. ** ^ I 
am not allowed to read the newspapers,' Comrade Lenin 
remarked ironically, ‘ and I must not talk politics. I care- 
fully walk around every scrap of paper lying on the table, 
lest it turn out to be a newspaper and lead to a breach of 
discipline.’ ” 

**I laughed heartily,” Stalin goes on to say, '‘'and 
lauded Comrade Lenin for his good discipline.” (‘'Stalin 
on Lenin.”) 



in^^Decemoer, 1S22, the Union of Soviet Socialist Repufc- 
iics (IJ.S.S.R.) was formed. A big part in the formation 
of the Union was directly played by Stalin. It was he 
who drew up the Treaty of Union, and it was on his repor: 
that it was adopted by the First Congress of Soviets of the 
U.S.S.R. on December 30, 1922. He it was, too, who drafted 
the Constitution of the U.S.S.R, adopted by the Second 
Congress of Soviets of the U.S.SH. The formation of the 
U.S.S.R. and the adoption of the Constitution was an out- 
standing victory for the Leninist-Stalinist national policv 
of the Party. At the Twelfth Party Congress, Stalin, as 
General Secretary of the Central Committee, made the 
report on organizational questions. He also made the 
report on “National Factors in Party and State Affairs/^ 
Here, as at the Tenth Congress, he demonstrated the ex- 
treme danger of the deviation towards Great-Russian, 
dominant-nation chauvinism in the national question, and 
at the same time sharply attacked local chauvinism and 
the bourgeois nationalists of all shades. 

A little later, at a conference summoned by Lenin of 
the Central Committee of the Russian Communist Party 
with responsible workers from the national republics and 
regions, Stalin exposed a group of Tatar and Bashkir bour- 
geois-nationalists headed by Sultan-Galiev. This confer- ■ 
ence, like the decisions of the Twelfth Party Congress on 
the national question, was of immense value in the struggle 
against the nationalists and in the consolidation of the 
national republics. 

In October, 1922, Lenin’s health had so much improved 
that he was allowed by his doctors to return to work. With 
the assistance and support of Stalin, he resumed extensive 
activities ; he attended the meetings of the Council of 
People’s Commissars and a plenary meeting of the Central 
Committee of the CP.S.U.(B.) in October, spoke at the Fourth 
Congress of the All-Russian Central Executive Committee 
of the Soviets, and made a report at the Fourth Congress 
of the Communist International on the New Economic 
Policy and the prospects of world revolution. 

On November 20, 1922, Lenin addressed a plenary meet- 
ing of the Moscow Soviet on home and foreign policy, tn 
the course of which he expressed the profound conviction 
that NEP Russia would one day become Socialist Russia- 
This was the last speech he made in public. He was ^so 
preparing to address the All-Russian Congress of Sovie^ 
and had even drawn up the plan of his speech, but his 
health grew steadily worse. He was worried over the ques- 
tion of the monopoly of foreign tmde, and he wrote a 
letter to Stalin to be read at a plenary meeting of the 
Central Committee of the Party attacking Bukharin and 



other opponents of the state monopoly, accusing them of 
advocating a kulak policy. This plenary meeting of the 
Central Committee, at which Stalin presided, gave a vigor- 
ous rebuff to the opponents of the state monopoly of foreign 
trade. 

The year 1923 was a year of trial for Lenin, the Bolshe- 
vik Party and the entire Soviet country. The task of guid- 
ing the affairs of the Party and the Government fell on 
Stalin's shoulders. The Trotskyites took advantage of 
Lenin's illness to attack the Bolshevik Party, and directed 
their main shafts at Stalin as the General Secretary of 
the Central Committee of the Party. They forced a con- 
troversy on the Party, from which, however, it emerged 
more united than ever, for the Trotskyites and other enemies 
of Bolshevism were exposed in the eyes of the Party and 
the masses as people whose aim was to create a second 
party. Stalin guided the Party with a firm hand along the 
path laid down by Lenin, in which he was assisted by the 
great prestige he enjoyed in the Party and the profound 
confidence of the working people, who knew that through 
ail his career he had been a faithful, staunch and in- 
domitable fighter for Communism. 

On December 2, 1923, Stalin addressed a plenary meet- 
ing of the Krasnaya Presnya District Committee of the 
Party and recounted the measures taken by the Central 
Committee to consolidate the Party and to combat the 
disorganizers, the Trotskyites and other enemies of Bol- 
shevism. 

On December 15, 1923, a proclamation of the Central 
Committee to all the Party organizations, signed by Stalin, 
was published in “ Pravda ” calling for a unanimous struggle 
.against the opportunists. A Party Conference which met 
in January, 1924, after hearing his report, adopted a reso- 
lution condemning the Trotskyites as petty-bourgeois devi- 
ators. Bury Trotskyism as an ideological trend !— was the 
call Stalin issued to the Party at this Conference. 

On January 21, 1924, Lenin died. TMs was a cruel 
loss to the working-class movement of the whole world, 
to the Soviet Union and to the Bolshevik Party. But the 
:Party knew that the banner of Lenin was in the trusty 
hands of a Bolshevik who ever since the nineties of the 
last century had together with Lenin led the Party through 
all the vicissitudes of the struggle to the victory of Socialism. . 

On January 26, 1924, at a Lenin memorial meeting of 
•the Second Congress of Soviets of the JJBBU., Stalin made 
a solemn vow to hold high and guard the purity of the 
great title of member of the Party ; to guard the tmity 
of our Party as the apple of our eye ; to guard and streng- 
then the dictatorship of the proletariat ; to strengthen 
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>?ith all our might the alliance of the workers and peasants ; 
to consolidate and extend the Union of Republics : to 
strengthen our Red Army and our Red Navy ; and to re- 
main true to the principles of the Communist International. 

Stalin made this tow in the name of the Party ; and 
the Party, trained by Lenin and Stalin in a spirit of loyalty 
to Socialism and to the Communist International, has ful- 
filled t.his vow. It was at this moment, when Lenin was 
dead, that the Party felt the full benefit of Stalin’s firm 
and correct leadership. In vain the enemies of Socialism 
tried to take advantage of Lenin’s death to divert the 
Bolshevik Party from its tried and tested path, to disin- 
tegrate its ranks and to create in its place their own Trot- 
sfcyite, capitulationist, Menshevik party— a party for the 
restoration of capitalisni. Under Stalin's leadership, these 
enemies were exposed and routed. 

This entailed answering a number of theoretical ques- 
tions, advancing the theory of Marxism-Leninism. 
task was brihiantly performed after Lenin's death by St^. 
A number of articles by him in “ Pravda ” exx)osmg 
sk\dsm; his article “The October Revolution and ^0 
Tactics of the Russian Communists" (included in “Lenin- 
ism,” English Edition), attacking the Menshevism of 
Trotsky’s “ Lessons of October ” ; his speeches at the ple- 
nary meeting of the Central Committee and the Central 
Control Commission in January, 1925, at a meeting of the 
Moscow Party organizations in May, 1925, and at the Four- 
teenth Party Congress— all these spoken ^d ^^ten ut- 
terances of Stalin helped the Party to smash the Trotskyites 
and the now emboldened Zinovievites. This ideological 
defeat of the enemies of Bolshevism would have h^n im- 
possible without the tremendous theoretical work performed 

by Stalin. . , ^ ^ 

Of particular value for the ideological tra inin g of the 
members of tbe Party and the Young Commi^t League 
was a series of lectures on “The Foundations of Le mm sm 
delivered by Stalin in April, 1924, at the Sverdloy Umyer- 
£ity. These lectures, supplemented by other of his micles 
and speeches, have been pubhshed in miUions of copies and 
in all countries under the title “ Problems of Le ninism^ 
which serves as a handbook to every Co mm uni^^ m the 
“Problems of Leninism” he gives a splendid denmtion or 
Leninism: “Leninism is Marxism of the era of imperialism 
and of toe proletarian revolution. To be more exact, 
Leninism is toe theory and tactics of tbe proleter^n revo- 
lution in general, the theory and tactics of the dictatorsmp 
of the proletariat in particular.” (Lmhitsm, English 

^^^^ tois book, Stalin deals with the historical origins of 
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Leninism, with its method, the theory of Marxism-Lenin- 
ism and its significance, and with the basic questions c£ 
this theory: the dictatorship of the proletariat, the peasant 
problem, the national and colonial problem, strategy and 
tactics, the Party, and Leninist style of work. 

The book has been translated into scores of languages 
of the peoples of the U.S.S.R. and of other countries. It 
serves to educate and train millions of stalwart members 
of the Communist Party; it instructs them in Marxist- 
Leninist dialectics, helps them to understand complex pro- 
blems of home and foreign policy, to grasp the meaning 
of intricate social phenomena and to study the laws of 
development of society. 

Stalin's leadership enabled the Party to solve the difii- 
cult problems that arose in the restoration period. Dffi- 
cult as were the first steps of the socialist advance towards 
a new economic policy, they resulted in successes which. 
improved the position of the workers and peasants. But 
constructive work could not be carried out unless the tasks 
were seen in their true perspective. The path towards a 
Sociadist, classless society had to be mapped. The enemies 
of Bolshevism, who were actually hostile to Socialism, tried 
to prove that a Socialist, classless society could not be built 
in the Soviet Union unless Socialism was victorious in other 
countries. They disputed Lenin’s doctrine concerning the 
victory of Socialism in one country. 

The October Socialist Revolution had resulted in the 
political victory of the working class. It now had to be 
shown that Socialism would oust, eliminate, destroy the 
capitalist elements economically as well. The question was 
whether Socialism could be built in our country. One of the 
greatest services Stalin rendered, not only to the working:- 
class of our country but also to the working-class move- 
ment of the whole world, was the plain and direct answer 
he gave. Ke showed that the final victory of Socialism, 
in the sense of a guarantee against intervention and at- 
tempts to restore capitalism in the U.S.S.R., could only be 
ensured by the overthrow of capitalism in other countries,, 
that is, by the elimination of the capitalist encirclement. 
But, as far as internal affairs were concerned, all the con- 
ditions ensuring the victory of Socialism and the building 
of a classless Socialist society existed in the U.S.S.R. 

This question was discussed at the fourteenth Party 
Conference and the Fourteenth Party Congress. An over- 
whelming majority of the members of the Bolshevik Party 
supported Stalin’s view, which was also adopted by the 
Communist International. He took an active and leading 
part in the labours of the Fifth Congress of the Communist 
International and of the Seventh Enlarged Plenum of the 
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Stalin at the Gorky Country Place (near Moscow). 1922. 



J. V. Stalin and Maxim Gorki at the Mausoleum 
ofV. 1. Lenin, 1931. 



Executive Committee of the Communist International, and 
his assistance was as important to the fraternal Commun- 
ist Parties as the theoretical and practical guiding instruc- 
tions of Lenin had been. 

The Party's policy of ousting and completely eliminat- 
ing the capitalist elements and of building a Socialist class- 
less society was opposed by the Trotskyites; and at the end 
of 1924 it was found that they had been joined by the “ New 
Opposition,” consisting of the capitulationists Zinoviev 
and Kamenev, and their small band of followers. 

This new, Trotskyite-Zinovievite joint opposition was 
already fully marked at the Fourteenth Party Congress. It 
is to the credit of Stalin that, from the very inception of 
the New Opposition, he exposed its anti-Bolshevik charac- 
ter and thus made it possible to demolish it. Speaking sub- 
sequently of the significance of the Fourteenth Party Con- 
gress in his “Problems of Leninism,” he said: “The his- 
torical significance of the Fourteenth Congress of the Com- 
munist Party of the Soviet Union lies in the fact that it 
was able to expose the very root of the mistakes of the 
‘New Opposition,’ that it spurned their scepticism and 
snivelling, that it clearly and distinctly indicated the path 
of the further struggle for Socialism, opened before the 
Party the prospect of victory, and thus armed the prole- 
tariat with an invincible faith in the victory of socialist 
construction. ” 

Thus, in this most difiicult period of the struggle, Stalin 
led the Party to victory over the forces of the enemy, per- 
formed tremendous work in the realm of theory, and gave 
the Party a splendid guide to action in the “Problems of 
Leninism.” He analysed a number of cardinal theoreti- 
cal questions connected with the struggle of the Party for 
the final victory of Socialism. Already at that period, Stalin 
outlined the first practical steps towards the socialist in- 
dustrialization of the country and the collectivization of 
agriculture. He was responsible for the major documents 
and measures of the period directed against the nationalists 
and towards the creation of the great commonwealth of 
nations, the U.SH.R. The first Constitution of the U.S.SJt., 
for example, is one of the outstanding documents of the 
age, whose importance at the time was no less than the 
new Stalin Constitution of the Soviet Union adopted later 
at the Eighth Extraordinary Congress of Soviets of the^ 
U.S.S.R, 
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CHAPTER X 


THE STRUGGLE FOR SOCIALIST INDUSTRIALIZATION 

(1926-1929) 

Marx and Engels had bequeathed us only a rough out- 
line of the changes capitalist society would undergs after 
the proletariat had conquered power. In the “ Communist 
Manifesto” they enumerated the measures the Socialist 
proletariat would carry out in the event of its victory. This 
programme of the Communists had not been put into effect 
anyw'here before the working class of Russia conquered 
power in 1917. The shortlived Paris Commune provided no 
opportunity to the working class of France to carry out 
this programme, although the Commune did begin to adopt 
a number of measures designed to effect a radical change 
of the social system. 

The very early years of the Soviet regime made it pos- 
sible to give effect to a number of fundamental measures 
which cut the ground from under the feet of the exploit- 
ing classes, such as the nationalization of the land and its 
transfer to the peasants for their use, the nationalization 
of the mills and factories, means of transportation and the 
mines, and the nationalization of the banks. 

However, in the early years of the Soviet government, 
owing to the Civil War, the plan for the laying of. the 
foundations of a socialist economic system had to be post- 
poned. Only the general features of this plan had been 
outlined— on the one hand, in the programme of the Bol- 
shevik Party adopted at the Eighth Party Congress and, 
on the other, in the articles Lenin had dictated during his 
severe illness in January and March, 1923, just before his 
death. These articles were : “ Pages Prom a Diary " ; “ On 
Co-operation ” ; “ Our Revolution ” ; “ How We Should 
Reorganize the Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspectorate ” 
(Selected Works, Vol, IX) and “ Better Fewer, But Better.” 
(Ibid.) Together they bear the character of a programme 
in which Lenin developed his co-operative plan, outlined 
;a brilliant plan of struggle for the socialist reconstruc- 
tion of the national economy, for the industrialization of 
the country and for the collectivization of agriculture. 

Lenin pointed out that, with the dictatorship of the 
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proletariat, when ail the large-scale means of production 
were in the hands of the Soviet state, and when the pea- 
santry was being guided by the proletariat, co-operation 
alone contained all the requisites for the building of 
a complete Socialist society. 

What did the Soviet lack ? It lacked civilization, Lenm 
said, the necessary level of culture. “We must strive to 
build up a state/' he ’^^’lote, “ in which the workers re:iain 
their leadership of the peasants, retain the confidence of 
the peasants, and, exercising the greatest thrift, remove 
every trace of superfluity from our social relations/' There 
was nowhere we could turn for assistance, he said ; we 
would have to find the means for the industrialization of 
the country, for electrification, within the country Itself, 
partly by means of the strictest economy and retrench- 
ment, “ We must see to it that . . . every farthing we 
save goes to develop our large-scale machine industry, to 
develop electrification, hydro-peat, to complete the con- 
struction of the Volkhov Hydro-Electric Station, etc. In 
this and in this alone lies our hope. Only when we have 
done that, shall we, speaking figuratively, be able 
to swap horses — ^to sw^ap the impoverished peasant, 
muzhik horse, the horse of an economy intended 
for a ruined peasant country, for the horse which 
the proletariat is seeking and cannot but seek— 
— the horse of large-scale machine industry, electrification, 
Volkhovstroy, etc.” (Lenin : Selected Works ^ Vol. IX, 
pp. 400-401.) 

Lenin was profoimdly convinced that the Party would 
take this course, which was the only right one, and that 
it would succeed in transforming NEP Russia into Socialist 
Russia. 

Let us recall in what difficult conditions the Party 
had to set about carrying out these recommendations of 
Lenin and begin the socialist industrialization of the 
country. Under Stalin's leadership, the Party had only 
just overcome the difficulties of the restoration period. 
These difficulties were mainly in home affairs : the poverty 
and devastation caused by the imperialist war, and the 
attacks of the Trotskyites and other enemies of BolsfaeviOT. 
But no less considerable were the difficulties in foreign 
affairs. The onslaughts of the surrounding capitalist world 
and the machinations of the imperialists, who tried to 
take advantage of the difficulties of the Soviet power to 
overthrow it, had to be repulsed. 

Thus, in May 1927, the British Diehards brought about 
a rupture of diplomatic and trade relations between Great 
Britain and the UB.SJi. In June, 1927, Russian White- 
guards in Warsaw assassinated Comrade Voykov, the Soviet 



J^oland, also with the aim of provoking th& 
incautious step which w^ould serve as a 
intervention by the imperialist powers. 
With counted on the support of the Trotskyltes, 

Kamprt?v I’ingieaders— Trotsky, Rakovsky, Zinoviev, 

others— they were in secret conspiracy, 
dimcuity was to find the funds for the Indus- 
triaT country, for the building of huge indus- 

creation of a powerful machine- 
of industry and defence industry, and the erection 
nipv production of tractors and other com- 

machinery, without which it would be 
® Land of Soviets from the capitalist 

collectivization of agriculture had to be 
^ large scale, for without this the elimina- 
At was impossible. 

ba^H treacherous Kamenev-Zinoviev 

thpci became active. We have seen the struggle 

waged against the Party at the time of the 
th^ w? « order to combat them, some of 
'^ere sent to Leningrad, headed by 


vik^o whom Stalin loved deeply as a loyal Bolshe- 

^ tribune of the 

tiip 1926, at the Sixth Enlarged Plenum of 

of Communist International, 
orinn?iffP°^® criticism of the Right and “ ultra-Lef t 
i. importance were his numerous 

period against the Trotskyite and other 
Party, including his speech at the Joint 
Central Committee and Central Control 
^ his theses on the opposition 

his Fifteenth Conference of the C.P.S.U.(B.), and 

Novp^^i? ^®P^y ^^® <f®^af® at this Conference in 

subject of “The Social-Democratic 
^ 9^^ Party.” In these and other utterances, 
tion ^ detailed criticism of the international opposi- 

trear^inS^J"^® Comintern, to Bolshevism. He exposed the 
f nature of Trotskyism, and with profound insight 
an ni;+2^? inevitable, degeneration or the opposition into 
tiniA counter-revolutionary force. Although at that 

tsrnn-F^^f yef in possession of documentary 

the direct associations of the Trotskyites with 

ffavA o services of various foreign states, Stalin 

analysis from the Marxist standpoint of 
groiiio practices of the various anti-Bolshevik 

counter-revolutionary nature 

Stalin’s utterances on the Chinese question were of 
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great importance for the Bolshevik education cf the 
Commtexn ranks and for providing a correct understand- 
ing of the course of development of the revolution In the 
East. They included “The Prospects of the Revolution in 
China ” ; his speech in the Chinese Commission cf the 
E.C.C J. on November 30, 1926 ; his Problems of the 
Chinese Revolution ” — theses for propagandists ; his talks 
to the students of the Sun Yat-sen University on 5Iay 13, 
1927 ; his speech at the Eighth Plenum of the E.C.C.I. on 
May 24, 1927, on the tasks of the Communist International 
in connection with the revolution in China. His later 
work on the drafting of the programme of the Communist 
International adopted at the Sixth Comintern Congress, 
endowed the Communist International with a document of 
the greatest historical value. Stalin helped in formulating 
the theoretical basis of the International struggle for 
Communism. 

In June, 1926, he addressed the workers of the Trans- 
caucasian central railway shops in TiHis on the general 
strike in England and events in Poland. In November, 
1926. he nia.de a report at the Fifteenth Conference cf the 
C.PB.U.t.B.) on “The Social-Democratic Deviation in Our 
Party.” In December, 1926, he spoke at the Seventh En- 
larged Plenum of' the E.C.C X — Once More on the Social- 
Democratic Deviation in Our Party.” In this latter speech 
he forcefully expounded his and Lenin’s doctrine of the 
possibility of the victory of Socialism In one country— the 
U.S.S.R. — ^in spite of the capitalist encirclement. 

Having restored the national economy after the war, 
the Party began to develop socialist construction, and it 
was essential that the masses should understand clearly 
what this meant. 

“ We cannot move forward,” Stalin said at the Fifteenth 
Conference of the CP.S.U.<B.), “without knowing in what 
direction we must move, without knowing the aim of title 
movement. We cannot build without prospects, without 
the certainty that, having begun to build a socialist eco- 
nomic system, we shall be able to complete it. Without 
clear prospects, without clear aims, the Party cannot guide 
the work of construction. We cannot live in accordance 
with Bernstein’s precept, ‘the movement is everything, 
the aim nothing.’ On the contrary, as revolutionaries we 
must subordinate our advance, our practical work, to the 
fundamental class aim of proletarian construction. Other- 
wise we shall unquestionably and infallibly land in the 
bog of opportunism.” 

The Fifteenth Conference of the C.P.S,U.(B.) decided 
that immediate steps must be taken to consolidate the 
predominant position held by large-scale socialist industry 
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in the economic life of the country. Stalin devoted ah 
his attention, energy, indomitable will and pertinacity to 
the accomplishment of this main task. It is difficult even 
to picture the tremendous work he performed in connec- 
tion with the building of every new enterprise. He atten- 
tively watched the work of every factory. Like a careful 
gardener, he cherished every shoot of the new socialist 
order ; he promoted new people, studied every new mani- 
festation in the life of the workers, in industry, in agri- 
culture and in cultural life. He unfailingly lit the path 
to victory with the searchlight of Marxist-Leninist theory 
he sought and found means of shortening this path ; he 
relentlessly combated every attempt to divert the Party 
from its adopted course, and was ruthless towards all who 
would interfere with the advance to Communism. 

And yet. in the midst of this vast and constant work 
of state, Stalin found time for writing and for the reception 
of numerous delegations. Thus, in April, 1927, were pub- 
lished his theses, “ Problems of the Chinese Revolution ” ; 
on July 28, 1927, his article, “ Notes on Present-Day 
Themes ” ; in September, 1927, the interview he gave to 
the first American labour delegation, and in November 
1927, the interview he gave to foreign labour delegations, 
and his article, “The International Character of the Octo- 
ber Revolution.'’ (Included in Leninism, English Edition.) 

It must be remembered that what appears in the press 
is only a small part of what Stalin has to write in his 
daily work, during which he gives countless instructions 
to Party bodies and to people in charge of the various 
branches of our economic and cultural life, and reply to 
innumerable letters on the most varied topics. 

In his work, Stalin summarized the extensive experi- 
ence of socialist development in the U.S.S.R. and of the 
world revolutionary movement, constantly enriching the 
Marxist-Leninist theory with new contributions. The 
doctrine of proletarian Internationalism is a keynote in 
all these works. He teaches and shows us how to consoli- 
date the strength of the Soviet Union — ^the mainstay of 
the world proletariat, the fatherland of the working people 
of the whole world, and the home of Communism. 

Stalin paid particular attention to the problems con- 
nected with helping the rural population in the socialist 
reconstruction of agriculture. The work performed by the 
Party in this period under his guidance on the lines of 
industrializing the country ensured a mass movement 
towards collective farming in the countryside in the suc- 
ceeding period. 

An examination of Party decisions, the decisions of 
plenary meetings of the Central Committee and the Cen- 
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tral Control Commission, of the Fifteenth Party Conference 
and of the Fifteenth Party Congress, shows that a tremen- 
dous amount of the strength and energies of the Party at 
this period was consumed on the struggle against the 
enemies of Bolshevism, against the so-called “ Joint Oppo- 
sition, which, step by step, sank lower and lower towards 
counter-revolution, treason and treachery to the Party. 
This struggle was led by Stalin, against whom were directed 
the attacks of all traitors to the Party, who hatched vile 
plote for the murder of Stalin and other true sons of the 
Bolshevik Party. 

The attacks of the Trotskyites became particularly fierce 
in the autumn of 1927. They openly resorted to counter- 
revolutionary actions, and openly began to advocate the 
creation a party of would-be restorers of capitalism and 
to set about creating such a party ; they resorted to every 
form of slander and provocation, and conspired with the 
espionage services of capitalist states and began to pave 
the way for imperialist intervention. 

After hearing Stalinas report, the Fifteenth Party 
Congress declared that the Trotskyite opposition had 
broken with Leninism,” degenerated into a Menshevik 
group, had adopted the path of capitulation to the inter- 
national and internal bourgeoisie, and had in fact become 
an instrument of a third force hostile to the regime of 
the proletarian dictatorship. 

Following on Stalin's report, the Fifteenth Congress 
expelled these enemies of the Party from its ranks and 
adopted the course of the further industrialization of the 
county and the collectivization of agriculture, of a vigorous 
offensive against the kulaks and the elimination of all 
capitalist elements. The First Five-Year National Eco- 
nomic Plan was drawn up on the basis of the decisions of 
the Fifteenth Party Congress. It was the first Stalinist 
Five-Year Plan of the socialist offensive. 

At this moment, when the Trotskyites had been ex- 
pelled from the Party, the Right would-be restorers of 
capitalism now appeared on the scene — ^Rykov, Bukharin, 
Tomsky and others — ^who had formerly tried to conceal 
their disagreement with the Party and even pretended to 
combat the Trotskyites. The Right danger began to grow 
into the main danger, and the heaviest fire had to be 
directed against it. This struggle against the Right would- 
be restorers of capitalism was also directed by Stalin. He 
took up the cudgels against the Rights in May^ 1928, in a 
lecture addressed to the students of the Institute of Red 
Professors, the Communist Academy and the Sverdlov Uni- 
versity. He pointed out that to retard the development 
of heavy industry would be suicidal, that “it would mean 
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abandoning the slogan of industrializing our country, trans- 
forming our country into an appendage of the capitalist 
economic system.” {Leninism.) 

On October 19, 1928, Stalin spoke at a plenary meeting 
of the Moscow Committee and the Moscow Control Com- 
mission of the Party on the Right danger in the C.P.S.U. 
(B.). He warned that the Rights were making for an 
alliance with the kulak elements and called for a deter- 
mined struggle against the Right danger : 

In order,” he said, “ to overcome the difficulties we 
must first defeat the Right' danger, we must first overcome 
the Right deviation which is hindering the fight against 
the difficulties and is trying to shake the Party’s will to 
fight to overcome the difficulties.” (Ibid.) 

And again, as at the time when the struggle of the 
TTrotskyites against the Party had become acute, the action 
of the Right would-be restorers of capitalism inspired all 
the enemies of the Soviet Government and the Bolshevik 
Party. During this period the trial of the notorious group 
of wreckers in the Shakhty district took place. Under the 
direction of international financiers and Russian capitalists, 
■who had fled the country, a group of experts of former 
days, who had remained working in the U.S.S.R., were 
formed into an organization for sabotage and counter- 
fevolution. 

Reporting on the work of the Plenum of the Central 
•Committee and the Central Control Commission at a meet- 
ing of the Moscow Party organization, Stalin pointed out 
that the Shakhty trial signified a new and serious attack 
on the Soviet regime by international capital and its agents 
within our country ; that it signified economic intervention 
in our internal affairs. 

Many of the technical experts of the old order, who 
had not fled the country, were bitterly hostile to the regime, 
as was clearly shown by the Shakhty trial. Stalin saw at 
once the necessity for creating new working-class techni- 
cians and brain workers of all kinds, "whose loyalty to the 
revolution could be relied on implicity. In this way he 
taught the Party to draw practical lessons from difficulties 
as they arose, and to overcome them. 

In his speech at the Plenum of the Central Committee 
of the Party in April, 1929, on the Right deviation in the 
C.P.S.U.(B.), Stalin spoke of the great importance of the 
Party’s slogan of self-criticism. 

“We cannot,” he said, “improve our business, trade 
union and Party organizations, we cannot advance the 
cause of building Socialism and of curbing the wrecking 
activities of the bourgeoisie, unless we develop criticism and 
self-criticism to the utmost, unless we place the work of 
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our organizations under the control of the 

Stalin showed what a direct and immediate sigkl&ance 
the slogan of self-criticism had in the 
highly important measures outlined by the Party f^the 
utmost development of collective farming and state farm- 
ing ; the oSensive against the kulaks ; organization of the 
grain collections ; improvement of the work of the Party 
and business organizations ; the struggle against bureau- 
cracy in the trade unions and the Soviet apparatus ; the 
purging of the Party’s ranks of non-Bolshevik elements. 
He showed that the reconstruction of the national economy 
on the basis of Socialism represented “the oSensive of 
Socialism against the capitalist elements of national eco- 
nomy along the whole front. It is a most important 
advance of the working class of our country towards the 
building of Socialism.” (Ibid.) 

We can now see clearly that it was thanks to the fact 
that the Party, under the leadership of Stalin, was able 
to vanquish both Trotskyism and Right opportunism and 
resolutely take the course marked out by Lenin and Stalin 
that the Soviet country was able to develop socialist con- 
struction, construction on a scale without parallel In the 
world, 

“History had never known industrial construction on 
such a gigantic scale, such enthusiasm for new develop- 
ment, such labour heroism on the part of the working- 
class millions.” (“History of the CP,S.U.[B.3.”) 

It was just this victory in the industrialization of the 
country and the first important steps in the collectiviza- 
tion of agriculture that ensured the mass movement cf the 
peasants towards collectivization and Socialism. 

When an example had to be shown of how to fight for 
this mass movement, Stalin personally visited districts vrhere 
this fight was badly organized or presented unusual diffi- 
culties. Thus in the winter of 1928 he visited Siberia— 
Barnaul and other parts of the Altai Territory — summon- 
ing meetings of active Party workers and discussing with 
them plans for the socialist offensive. 

On the occasion of the Tvrelfth Anniversary of the 
So\det regime, Stalin published an article entitled “ A Year 
of Great Change.” The change, he said, was expressed in 
“ a determined offensive of Socialism against the capitalist 
elements in town and country” (Leninism). The change 
was proceeding in the sphere of the productivity of labour, 
without which the final victory of Socialism over capitalism 
would be inconceivable. It was also proceeding in the 
sphere of industrial construction, in which connection 
Stalin declared that “ the problem of building heavy indus- 
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trj cannot be regarded as fully solved until we have solved 
the problem of cadres/’ ilbidj 

No less important was the change in agriculture. The 
mkldle peasant was flocking into the collective farms. 
“That,” said Stalin, “is the basis of that radical change 
in the development of agriculture which represents the 
most important achievement of the Soviet government 
during the past year/’ ilbid.) 

Summing up these gratifying results, Stalin drew a con- 
clusion which inspired the Party and the working people 
generally to new feats of heroism and filled them with con- 
fidence in final victory. 

“We are advancing full steam ahead along the path 
of industrialization — ^to Socialism, leaving behind the age- 
long ‘ Russian ’ backwardness. We are becoming a country 
of metal, a country of automobiles, a country of tractors. 
And when we have put the U.S.S.R. on an automobile, and 
the muzhik on a tractor, let the esteemed capitalists, who 
boast so loudly of their ‘ civilization,’ try to overtake us ! 
We shall see which countries may then be * classified ’ as 
backward and which as advanced.” ilbid.) 
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CHAPTER XI 


THE COLHECTIVIZATION OF AGRICULTURE 


Xo historian can fail to pay attention to the profound 
revolution in agriculture represented by the mass move- 
ment for collectivization. In this respect the year 1929, 
the year of great change, was of tremendous importance. 
The success of collectivization had been ensured in the 
first platee by the correct policy cf the working class toward 
the peasantry, the policy pursued by the Party under Stalin’s 
guidance. He fought both the Right would-be restorers 
of capitalism, the opponents of collectivization, and the 
“ Lefr ” distorters of the Party policy, who endeavoured to 
secure by administrative coercion what could only be done 
by prolonged propaganda, explanation and convincing 
arguments, thus repulsing the peasants and placing a wea- 
pon in the hands of the enemy. The success of collec- 
tivization was also due to the industrialization of the 
country, which placed vast technical resources in the hands 
of the Soviet State with which to help and facilitate this 
movement. 

Marx and Engels, the founders of scientific Socialism,, 
were not in a position to form a concrete idea of how the 
transition to collectivization In agriculture would take place. 
In one of the rough drafts of a letter written to Vera Zas- 
sulich in March, 1881. Marx expressed the idea that Russia 
was a country which had even been endowed by nature with 
conditions which, given a socialist revolution, would favour 
socialized machine cultivation of the soil. He was of the 
opinion that the technical equipment required for collec- 
tive machine agriculture could be obtained by Russia ready- 
made from the capitalist system. 

We know how Lenin dreamed of a hundred thousand 
tractors and tractor drivers for agriculture, and what tre- 
mendous significance he attached to collective farming. 

Under Stalin's leadership, Lenin’s dream has been 
realized. He paid unfailing attention to the building of 
large tractor plants and other complex agricultural machi- 
nery works. He personally went into all the details of this 
important matter, himself attending the tests of new 
machines, giving instructions to designers, factory mana- 
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gers and inventors as to what improvements in machines 
were required, what new machines to build and how. 
Thanks to this, ail kinds of labour-saving machinery are 
now widely employed in the agriculture of the Soviet state, 
such as tractors, harvester combines, potato planters, cul- 
tivators, flax, sugar beet and cotton harvesting machines, 
etc. 

What made the collectivization of agriculture possible 
was the fact that Sralin always acted through the advanced 
people of our country and through the masses. He taught 
us that victory never comes of its own accord, that it has 
to be fought for, and secured by proper and nersistent 
organization of labour, by proper leadership. 

It cannot; be said that collectivization proceeded 
smoothly, without let or hindrance. It is enough to men- 
tion that the collectivization of our agriculture, and the 
fulfilment of the first five-year plan in agriculture, gene- 
rally, took place at a time when capitalism v;es passing 
through a world crisis, when the capitalists dreamt — and 
here and there attempted — to improve their affairs at the 
expense of the Soviet Union, and when the danger of war 
became more acute than ever. In 1931 the Japanese im- 
perialists seized Manchuria and set up the semblance of a 
new government — Manchukuo — ^but in reality created a 
base for an eventual attack on the Soviet Union. 

At home, those contemptible enemies, the Trotskyites 
and Right would-be restorers of capitalism, conspired with 
the imperialists and their espionage services, engineered 
acts of diversion, engaged in espionage and gathered infor- 
mation for the benefit of foreign powers, plotted the as- 
sassination of some of the Party's best members, succeed- 
ed in assassinating Sergei Kirov, and conspired against the 
lives of the leaders of the Party and the Government. But 
the full force of their hatred was directed against Stalin, 
the personification of the iron will, the conscience, the brain 
and the inexhaustible energy of the people. 

It was in these circumstances that Stalin, guiding the 
whole work of the Central Committee of the Bolshevik 
Party and the work of all the organs of the Soviet Gov- 
ernment, put into effect the policy of eliminating the kulaks 
as a class on the basis of solid collectivization. This was a 
measure of cardinal importance, and it ensured the final 
victory of the collective farm system' Step by step, Stalin 
prepared the way for this profound revolution in agricul- 
ture. 

On December 27, 1929, addressing a conference of Marx- 
ist agrarian students, Stalin showed how deep were the 
changes that had taken place in Russia since the estab- 
lishment of the proletarian dictatorship. There were only 
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:wo alternatives, he said: “Either back — to capitalism, or 
^crward — to Socialism, There is no third way, nor can 
here be. ” He exposed the serious harm of the oppor- 
tunist theories preached by the Bukharinites— the theory 
of “equilibrium” between agriculture and industry, the 
theory of “ spontaneity ” in socialist development, and the 
like. 

It was necessary for the Party at various times to pay 
increased attention to one or another branch of industry 
and secure its improvement both as regards quantity and 
quality. The Bolshevik Party did not expect the collectivi- 
zation of agriculture to happen of its own accord. “The 
Socialist towns, ” Stalin taught us, “ must lead the country- 
side, in which small peasant farming predominates, set up 
collective farms and state farms in the rural district and 
reorganize the rural districts on a new, socialist basis. ” 
(Leninism,) 

He exposed the petty-bourgeois theory of the “stabi-* 
lity ” of small peasant farming. He pointed out that as a 
result of the development of collective farming, a profound 
change had taken place in the economic life of the country, 
a re-groupiiig-of class forces. The kulak no longer held 
the economic position in grain and livestock production 
which he had enjoyed before. We have, Stalin said, “the 
material base which enables us to substitute for kulak out- 
put the output of the collective farms and state farms 
.... That is why we have recently passed frofh the policy 
of restricting the exploiting proclivities of the kulaks to 
the policy of eliminating the kulaks as a class.” (Ibid A 

It should be stated that when the Central Committee 
issued the slogan for a more vigorous offensive against 
the kulaks and the transition to solid collectivization in a 
number of districts, there were not a few “Left” distort- 
ers of the Party line who decided that explanatory work was 
superfluous and began to Introduce collectivization in dis- 
tricts where the conditions for it were absolutely unripe. 
They began to dispossess, “ dekulakize, ” people wholesale, 
people who often were not kulaks at all. This was very 
dangerous, all the more since the direct enemies of the So- 
viet system and the Bolshevik Party took advantage of 
this and hoped by means of such distortions of policy to 
rouse the resentment of the peasants against the Soviet 
government and to make them revolt against collectivi- 
zation. 

Stalin attacked these dangerous distortions in his ar- 
ticle “Dizz;^" With Success” (included in Leninism^ Eng- 
lish edition). The effect of this article was tremendous. 
It heloed to correct the mistakes which had been made and 
ensured a genuine turn towards Socialism in the country- 
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side. In this article, he declared that the chief form of 
collective farming in the first stage of its development 
should be the agricultural artel. not the agricultural com- 
mune, * the conditions for which were not yet ripe. 

In this article Stalin gave a splendid lesson in leader- 
ship. “ The art of leadership, ” he wrote, “ is a serious 
matter. One must not lag behind the movement, because 
to do so is to become isolated from the masses. But one 
must not rush ahead, for to rush ahead is to lose contact 
with the masses. He who wants to lead a movement and 
at the same time keep in touch with the vast masses must 
wage a fight on two fronts-— against those who lag behind 
and against those who rush on ahead. 

**Our Party is strong and invincible because, while 
leading the movement, it knows how to maintain and mul- 
tiply its contacts with the vast masses of the workers and 
peasants. ” ilhid.) 

On March 15, 1930, following this article, the Central 
Committee of the Party, on Stalin’s recommendation, pub- 
lished its resolution ‘*On Combating Distortions of the 
Party Line in the Collective Farm Movement. This re- 
solution, like Stalin’s article, “ Dizzy With Success, ” was 
of the utmost value in correcting the mistakes and dis- 
tortions of policy in the countryside. 

When, after this, Stalin began to receive letters from 
peasants and collective farmers from all parts of the coun- 
ty raising a number of questions relating to collectiviza- 
tion, he replied in an article entitled “A Reply to Collec- 
tive Farm Comrades” (included in Leninism), published 
on April 3, 1930. In this article he indicated the principal 
mistakes committed by many Party and Soviet function- 
aries in regard to the collective farm movement. The root 
of these mistakes was the failure to understand the im- 
portance of the middle peasant, a wrong attitude towards 
him, and a forgetfulness of Lenin’s maxim that the peas- 
ants must not be forced to join the collective farms. The 
collective farms had to be based on the voluntary princi- 
ple; the different conditions prevailing in the various dis- 
tricts of the Soviet Union had to be taken into account; 
the artel form of collective farming must not be skipped 
nor the commune introduced at once. The commune must 
be the culmmaticn of collectivization; it would be possible 
only when there is an. abundance of products to satisfy all 
the needs of the members of the commune. 

The Party’s well-thought-out measures complied with 

• COMMUNE AND ARTEL, In the artel the principal means o£ production are 
socialized, but household land Utaall vegetable gardens, amall orchard*), direUingt, a 
certain part of the dairf cattle, email livestock, poultry, etc., are not socialized. In 
the commune, not only all production but all distribution is also aociaiized,- 
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Stalin's advice and instructions and ensured the success of 
solid collectivization, and created the conditions for the 
elimination of the kulalcs as a class. 

In the History of the C.P.S.U.(B.),'' Stato defines 
this swing towards collectivization as a profound revolu- 
tion, a leap from an old qualitative state of society to a new 
qualitative state, equivalent in its consequences to rhe re- 
volution of October, 1917. + 

“The distinguishing feature of this revolution is that 
it was accomplished from above, on the initiative of the 
state, and directly supported from below, by the millions 
of peasants, who were fighting to throw off kulak bondage 
and to live in freedom in the collective farms. ” ( -History 
of the C.P.S.U.[B.].'n , . ^ 

In February, 1930, in fulfilment of the wish expres^d 
at meetings of workers, peasants, Red Army men and a 
number of organizations, the Central Executive Committee 
of the U.S.S.R. awarded Stalin a second Order of the Red 
Banner for his outstanding services in the sphere of social- 


ist construction. 

On June 26, 1930, the Sixteenth Party Congress met, 
which Stalin has called the congress “of the sweeping 
offensive of Socialism along the whole front, of the elimi- 
nation of the kulaks as a class, and of the realization of 
solid collectivization.*' 

At this Congress Stalin made a lengthy report in which 
he reviewed the vast work performed in the socialist re- 
construction of the whole country. This Congress revealed 
an unprecedented unanimity in the Party; the Trotskyites 
and Rights had been utterly defeated. 

The Congress adopted a decision to support the slogan 
to complete the First Five-Year Plan in four years, a slogan 
w^hich had originated among the masses themselves. The 
completion of the First Five-Year Plan in four years, and 
the subsequent adoption and fulfilment of the Second-Five 
Year Plan, w^ere a result of Stalin’s wise leadership. 

Stalin attentively follows all phases of the activities of 
the Party, Soviet, trade union, co-operative and Other orga- 
nizations. He carefully studies all processes of economic, 
administrative, military and cultural activity, and is al- 
ways prompt to pick out the main questions on which the 
attention of the Party and of the working people should 
be centred. He has the faculty of detecting the important 
link in the chain at any particular moment, the link that 
furnishes the key to the whole problem. 

For example, at the First All-Union Conference of 
Managers of Socialist Industry held on February 4, 1931, 
he delivered an address on “ The Tasks of Business 
Managers,” in which he drew attention to the necessity 
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of mastering technique. He said: ‘‘ We are fifty or a hund- 
red years behind the advanced countries. We must make 
good this distance in ten years. Either we do it, or they 
crush us.'' iLeninism,) 

But it was in the sphere of technique that we were lag- 
going most of all. It is worthy of note that Stalin associat- 
ed the necessity of making good this lag with our interna- 
tional duties and our international tasks. He said that we 
had international duties of the highest order. What were 
they ? “ The working class of the U.S.S he said, “ is 
part of the world working class. We achieved victory not 
only as a result of the efforts of the working class of the 
U.S.S.R. but also thanks to the support of the working class 
of the world. Without this support we would have been 
tom to pieces long ago. It is said that our country is the 
shock-brigade of the proletariat of all countries. This is 
well said. But this imposes very serious obligations upon 
us. Why does the international proletariat support us? 
How did we -merit this support? By the fact that we were 
the first to hurl ourselves into the battle against capital- 
ism. we were the first to establish a working-class state, 
we were the first to start building Socialism. By the fact 
that we are doing that which, if successful, will change the 
whole world and free the entire working class. But what 
is needed for success ? The elimination of our backward- 
ness, the development of a high Bolshevik tempo of con- 
struction. We must march forward in such a way that 
the working class of the whole world, looking at us, may 
say: ‘This is my vanguard, this is my shock-brigade, this 
is my working-class state, this is my fatherland ; they are 
promoting their cause, which is our cause, and they are 
doing this well ; let us support them against the capitalists 
and spread the cause of the world revolution.’ ” (/bid.) 

That the Soviet people have not only mastered tech- 
nique, but are perfecting it as compared with capitalist 
technique and demonstrating the superiority of the Soviet 
economic system, is a fact of great significance from the 
standpoint of these international obligations. 

To those who talked of the difficulties of this task, 
Stalin replied: “There are no fortresses which Bolsheviks 
cannot capture. We have solved a number of most diffi- 
cult problems. We have overthrown capitalism. We have 
assumed power. We have built up a huge socialist indus- 
try. We have turned the middle peasants to the path of 
Socialism. We have already accomplished what is most 
important from the point of view of construction. What 
remains to be done is not so much: to study t^hnique, to 
master science. And when we have done this we will deve- 
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lop a tempo of which we dare not even dream at present. 
And we can do this if we really want to. (Ibid,) 

In June, 1931, Stalin addressed a meeting of business 
managers on **New Conditions — ^New Economic Tasks 
(included in Leninismy English Edition), in which he enu- 
merated six conditions necessary to ensure the proper speed 
and quality of development of our industry. These condi- 
tions were: (1) to recruit labour power in an organized way 
by concluding contracts with the collective farms, and to 
ease the labour of the new workers by mechanization ; (2) 
to put an end to the heavy turnover of labour power, to do 
away with wage equalization, to organize wages properly 
and to improve the living conditions of the workers; (3) 
to put an end to the lack of personal responsibility in and 
to improve the organization of labour, and to secure the 
proper distribution of forces in our enterprises; (4) to see 
to it that the working class of the TJ.S.SJEI. has its own in- 
dustrial and technical intelligentsia; (5) to change the 
attitude towards the engineers and technicians of the old 
school, to show them greater attention and solicitude and 
display more boldness in enlisting their co-operation; C6>^ 
to introduce and reinforce business accoimting, to increase 
the accumulation of capital within industry itself. The 
new conditions, the new tasks, demanded new methods of 
work, new methods of management. And that meant 
studying the conditions of development of industry, direct- 
ing concretely, not “in general.'' Managers must direct 
in a business-like way, study the technique of their busi- 
ness, go into all the minute details, “ for it is out of ‘minute ' 
details that great things are now being built. ” Red tape 
methods must be abandoned. The people working in fac- 
tories and institutions must be studied. Not only must we 
study them, but we must learn from the masses and main- 
tain live contact with them. The most important thing. 
Comrade Stalin teaches us, is living people. “ What makes 
our plan real is the living people, it is you and I, our will 
to work, our readiness to work in the new way^ our deter- 
mination to carry out the plan. Have we that determina- 
tion? We have. Well then, our production plan can and 
must be carried out.” {Ibid,) 

The Land of the Soviets might now be said to have 
entered the period of Socialism, firmly based on ttie suc- 
cesses achieved in large-scale industry and collectivized agri- 
culture. “ It is clear, ” said Stalin at the Sixteenth Party 
Congress, “ that we have already emerged from the transi- 
tion period, in the old meaning of the term, and have en- 
tered the period of direct and extended socialist construc- 
tion along the whole front. It is clear that we have already 
entered the period of Sociafism, for the socialist sector now 
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controls all the economic levers of the entire national 
economy.’' ilbid.) 

About this time the magazine “Proletarskaya Revo- 
lutsiya" published for discussion, an anti-Party semi- 
Trotskyist article entitled “The Bolsheviks’ Opinion of the 
German Social-Democratic Party During its Pre-War 
Crisis.” Such an article could only have been published 
through the decadent liberalism of a number of Party his- 
torians. Stalin wrote a letter in answer to this article on 
“Some Questions Concerning the History of Bolshevism” 
^included in Leninism, English Edition), in which he 
struck sternly at the distorters of history, at the attempts 
to smuggle Trotskyist and semi-Trotskyist ideas into his- 
torical writing. In this letter he called upon the histo- 
rians “to raise the questions concerning the history of Bol- 
shevism to the proper level, to put the study of the history 
of our Party on scientific, Bolshevik lines, and to concen- 
trate attention against the Trotskyite and all other falsi- 
fiers of the history of our Party by systematically tearing 
off their masks.” 

As we know, not only did Stalin issue this call to his- 
torians, but himself acted up to it by compiling the “ His- 
tory of the CP.S.U.(B.),” which is a splendid example of 
the Bolshevik conception and the Bolshevik treatment of 
the history of the Party. This letter had an immense 
effect not only in improving the work of the historians, but 
in improving the work in all departments of Marxist 
theory. 

Since this letter was written remarks have appeared by 
Stalin, Kirov and Zhdanov on the plans for text-books, a 
letter to the writers of a text-book on the history of the 
C.P.S.U.(B.) and other documents by Stalin, as well as the 
“History of the Civil War,” which he helped to compile 
and edit — all of which are indications of the immense value 
of his theoretical work. 

Stalin is an example of a statesman who supports bold 
innovators in science, “that science which does not fence 
itself off from the people and does not hold aloof from 
them, but which is prepared to serve the people and to 
transmit to them all the benefits of science, and which does 
not serve the people under compulsion, but voluntarily and 
willingly. ” 

' He has given weighty support to innovators in the field 
of science like Tsiolkov§ky, Pavlov, Tsitsin, Lyssenko and 
other outstanding scientists. On his advice, the Commun- 
ist Academy was merged with the Academy of Sciences in 
order to bring the latter body into closer touch with the 
problems of socialist construction. He takes a deep in- 
terest in literature and art, and it is thanks to the solici- 
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tude shown by the Party and Soviet Government for 
scientists and artists in all the republics and regions of the 
TJ.S.S.R. that we have that flourishing state of culture seen 
in our country to-day, a culture national in form and so- 
cialist in content. In all this work, Stalin proved himself 
an exemplary leader and organizer of socialist science and 
socialist culture. 

At the Seventeenth Party Conference, held at the be- 
ginning of 1932, the directions for the compilation of the 
Second Five-Year National Economic Plan of the U.S.SR. 
was drawn up under Stalin’s direction. 

The Conference recorded that ‘‘the Soviet Union, from 
a country of small and minute agriculture, has become a 
country with the largest-scale agriculture in the world, 
based on collectivization, the development of state farming 
and the broad application of machine technique, ” and that 
the U.S.S.R. had “ created its own base for the completion 
of the reconstruction of the entire national economy. ” The 
Conference gave instructions for the compilation of the 
Second Five-Year Plan, the principal aim of which was to 
be the complete elimination of capitalist elements and the 
completion of the reconstruction of the entire national 
economy, and the creation of an up-to-date technical basis 
for all branches of the national economy. 

. The second Five-Year Plan, like the First, was drawn 
up under Stalin’s guidance and constituted a programme 
for a new and gigantic constructive advance of the U.S.S.R. 

In January, 1933, at a Joint Plenum of the Central 
Committee and the Central Control Commission of the 
C.P.S.U.(B.), Stalin delivered a report on the results of the 
First Five-Year Plan. He declared that the cardinal con- 
clusion to be drawn from the First Five-Year Plan was that 
the building of a socialist society in one country was fully 
possible, and that the economic foundation of such a society 
had already been laid in the U.S.S.R. Socialist industry by 
that time already constituted 70 per cent of the entire 
national economy. The socialist economic system had 
become the sole system in industry. In agriculture, the 
collective farm system had been definitely consolidated. 
The triumph of Socialism in all branches of the national 
economy had put an end to the exploitation of man by 
man. Stalin pointed to the tremendous international sig- 
nificance of the First Five-Year Plan, for “the successes 
of the Five-Year Plan are mobilizing the revolutionary 
forces of the working class of all countries against capital- 
ism.” irbid.) 

On January 11, 1933, Stalin spoke at a Joint Plenum of 
the Central Committee and the Central Control Commis- 
sion of the C.P.S,U.(B.) on work in the rural distrists, in 
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which he pointed out that “the collective farm is a social- 
ist form of economic organization, just as the Soviets are 
a socialist form of political organization. ” {Ibid,) But the 
important thing was the content that was to be put into 
this form. It was the task of the Party to make all the 
collective farms Bolshevik. 

In February, 1933, on Stalin’s initiative and under his 
guidance, the First All-Union Congress of Collective Farm 
Shock Workers was held. This Congress summed up the 
first results of the collective-farm movement, and answer- 
ed the question — was the path taken by the collective farm 
peasants, the path of collective farming, the right one? 

In his cogent and convincing speech, which is a model 
of propagandist skill in e^laining the most intricate ques- 
tions to the masses, Stalin showed that collective farming 
was the only right path, for the only other way was the 
restoration of capitalism, a retrograde, downward move- 
ment towards the old, kulak, capitalist system. 

Another question raised by Stalin was— what had we 
achieved by the new system of collective farming and what 
did we hope to achieve in the next two or three years? 
“ An achievement of ours, ” he said, “is that we have help- 
ed millions of poor peasants to join the collective farms. 
It is an achievement of ours that by joining the collective 
farms, where they have at their disposal the best land and 
the finest implements of production, millions of poor peas- 
ants have risen to the level of middle peasants. It is an 
achievement of ours that millions of poor peasants, who 
formerly lived in penury, have now, in the collective farms, 
become middle peasants, have attained material security.” 
{Ibid,) But that was only the first step, he said. “We 
must now take another step forward, and help all the col- 
lective farmers— both the former poor peasants and the 
former middle peasants — ^to rise to the level of prosperous 
peasants.” {Ibid,) 

Thus, the task Stalin set of making the collective farms 
Bolshevik, was supplemented by another task, that of mak- 
ing the collective farmers prosperous. 

Stalin’s speech at this Congress was of the utmost sig- 
nificance. In particular, it dissipated the prejudices en- 
tertained by a section of the peasant women against the 
collective farms, and it undermined and demolished the 
agitation of the kulaks. It helped to correct many mis- 
takes and shortcomings in the collective-farm movement 
and still further to consolidate the collective farm system 
in the country. 

In January, 1934, the Seventeenth Party Congress met. 
It is known in history as “The Congress of the Victors.” 
Stalin’s report at this Congress was a paean to the triumph 
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of Communism. This Congress heard the speech of Sergei 
Kirov, full of fire and confidence in victory. This was his 
last speech at a Party Congress. 

In his speech, Stalin drew a vivid picture of the pro- 
found changes that had taken place in the UJ5.SK., alter- 
ing the face of the land and converting the country from 
an agrarian to an industrial country, from a country of 
small individual farming into a country of collective, large- 
^ale, mechanized farming, from a country of ignorance, 
illiteracy and unenlightenment, to a literate and enlight- 
ened country covered with a dense network of elementary, 
secondaiTT and higher educational estahiishments, where 
instruction is given in the languages of the nationalities 
of the U.SJS.R. By that time socialist industry embraced 
99 per cent of the industry of the country, while socialist 
agriculture — ^the collective farms and state farms — em- 
braced about 90 per cent of the crop area. 

The Second Five-Year Plan of socialist reconstruction 
of the national economy was already in operation. The 
country was marching forward to great new socialist ad- 
vances. It was marching forward confidently, for it had 
accumulated vast experience in constructive work. It was 
headed by the man beloved of the people, the wise leader 
of the Party, Stalin. He it was who indicated the most 
important organizational tasks of the Party. He demand- 
ed a higher theoretical level of its members, more intense 
work in all its sections, the constant propaganda of Lenin- 
ism, and the training of the Party members in the spirit 
of Leninist internationalism. He pointed to the necessity 
of heightened revolutionary vigilance. 

He demanded bold and ruthless criticism of all devia- 
tions from Marxism-Leninism, the systematic exposure of 
theoretical trends hostile to Leninism. He laid the follow- 
ing cardinal organizational tasks before the Party: 

“1. To continue to adapt our organizational work to 
the irequirements of the political line of the Party; 

**2. To raise organizational leadership to the level of 
political leadership; 

'' 3. To see to it that organizational leadership is fully 
equal to the task of ensuring the realization of the politi- 
cal slogans and decisions of the Party. ” (Ibid.) 

Stalin pointed to the tremendous importance of the 
Political Departments in the machine and tractor stations 
and on the state farms, to the necessity of improving their 
work, and generally of bringing Party and Soviet leader- 
.ship closer to the countryside. At the same time, he pro- 
posed a number of major organizational measures, such as 
the division into smaller units of the People’s Commissa- 
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riats, the administrative regions and districts, and the in- 
dustrial boards and trusts. 

The purpose of ail these measures was to make leader- 
ship more responsible and concrete, to bring it closer to 
the masses, and to improve the entire work of the Party, 
state and economic bodies. 

It should be borne in mind that not only is every ut- 
terance of Stalin’s a great event in the Soviet country, but 
that it also meets with a wide response all over the world. 
His speeches and articles are printed by the press in all 
countries. The whole world listens attentively to his words. 
He is sparing of speech; he comes out publicly only when 
it is in the interests of the Party, of the people, of the So- 
viet state. Prom time to time, he is approached on various 
Questions by citizens of foreign coxmtries. Thus, on Janu- 
ary 4, 1934, he gave an interview to Walter Duranty, the 
American newspaper correspondent, on July 23, 1934, to H. 
G. Wells, and on March 1, 1936, to Roy Howard, representa- 
tive of the Scripps-Howard Newspapers. These interviews 
were of the highest value in explaining to the broad masses 
of the working people the views of the Bolshevik Party on 
various questions concerning international affairs and the 
relations between the U.S.S.B. and other countries. 

On December 1, 1934, a treacherous shot ffred by a 
Trotskyite bandit put an end of the life of Sergei Kirov, 
a close friend of Stalin’s, a fine Bolshevik, an ardent spokes- 
man of the revolution and a loyal son of the people. This 
murder showed that, having lost every basis of support, 
the enemies of Communism, the enemies of our Party, were 
capable of the most infamous deeds, the most nefarious 
crimes, and had degenerated into a gang of hired assassins, 
diversionists, spies and wreckers. 

Stalin had frequently warned the Party that the struggle 
might become so acute that the enemy would baulk at 
nothing. 

He taught and teaches the Party to be always vigilant, 
to expose the artful masks of the enemy, who sometimes 
manages to worm his way on to leading posts in industry 
and in Party and Young Communist League bodies. He 
teaches us to be ruthless in exterminating the roots of the 
Trotsk 3 rite and other hostile organizations. 

The assassination of Kirov by the Trotskyite bandits 
showed how essential it was to wage a resolute struggle 
against the remnants of the anti-Leninist groups of every 
Mnd. Had it not waged this ruthless struggle and demo- 
lished the hostile elements, the Soviet country could not 
have achieved the tremendous successes it has in the 
struggle for Communism, 

Under Stalin’s leadership the Bolshevik .Party in this 
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period performed a historic task, which for its difficulty 
was second only to the conquest of power. Millions of 
small peasant owners had definitely taken the path of 
Socialism, the path of collective farming. The largest of 
all the exploiting classes — ^the kulaks — ^had been eliminated, 
and the last roots of capitalism in the country destroyed. 
Thus the victory of Socialism had been ensured, the ex- 
ploitation of man by man abolished, and the conditions 
created for a continuous improvement of the material and 
cultural standards of the working people of our country. 
This victory was achieved by the Bolshevik Party, led by 
its trusty leader Stalin. 
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CHAPTER XII 


ACTIVITIES AFTER THE SEVENTEENTH 
PARTY CONGRESS 

(1935-1939) 

Such is the value set by the Bolshevik Party on Stalin’s 
recommendations, that no resolution was passed on his 
report at the Seventeenth Party Congress but the report 
Itself was adopted in its entirety as the basis for the Party’s 
further activities. Reviewing the path already traversed 
and the successes achieved in the work of socialist cons- 
truction, he drew three major conclusions: 

1. “We must not be carried away by the successes 
achieved and not get swelled head. ” 2. “ We must remain 
thoroughly loyal to the great teachings of Marx, Engels 
and Lenin.” 3. “We must remain thoroughly loyal to 
proletarian internationalism, to the fraternal alliance of 
the proletarians of all countries.” (Leninism.) 

What were the distinguishing features of this new period 
in the development of Socialism in the TJ.SJS.R.? The 
Second Five-Year National Economic Plan had been ful- 
filled ahead of time and the work on the Third Five-Year 
Plan of socialist construction had already begtm. In the 
main, the building of a socialist society had been com- 
pleted. Immense achievements were to be recorded in the 
training of cadres, in their technical and theoretical edu- 
cation. Of vast importance in this period was the deve- 
lopment of the Stakhanov movement. The bands of Right, 
Trotskyite and nationalist agents of foreign espionage ser- 
vices, the would-be restorers of capitalism, had been de- 
molished. Order had been introduced in Party affairs. The 
Stalin Constitution had been drawn up and put into opera- 
tion. The process of completing the building of Socialism 
and gradually passing from the first stage of Socialism 
to its higher stage— Communism— was now in progress. 

In the fulfilment of these gigantic tasks, Stalin’s guid- 
ance was of the utmost value. Every new step in the deve- 
lopment of the movement towards Communism was asso- 
ciated with his initiative, with his theoretical cpntributions 
and practical indications. 
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Take, for example, the question of cadres. In his ad- 
dress to the graduates from the Red Army Academies on 
May 4, 1935, in the Kremlin, Stalin showed how, led by the 
Party, the Soviet country had conducted the offensive 
against the capitalist elements and had achieved an out- 
standing victory in this respect. It was able to achieve this 
victory because it had swept from its path all those who 
called for a reduction of the speed of socialist construc- 
tion adopted by the Party, or for any deviation from the 
Party line, 

“We chose,” Comrade Stalin said, '"the plan of ad- 
vance and moved forward along the Leninist road, brush- 
ing aside .... people who could see more or less what 
was under their noses, but who closed their eyes to the 
immediate future of our country, to the future of Socialism 
in our country.” {.Leninism,) 

However, these enemies of Bolshevism did not confine 
themselves to criticizing the policy of the Party. *'They 
threatened to raise a revolt in the Party against the Cen- 
tral Committee. More, they threatened some of us with 
bullets. Evidently, they reckoned on frightening us and 
compelling us to turn from the Leninist road. These peo- 
ple, apparently, forgot that we Bolsheviks are people of a 
special cut. They forgot that neither difficulties nor 
threats can frighten Bolsheviks. They forgot that we had 
been trained and steeled by the great Lenin, our leader, 
our teacher, our father, who knew and recognized no fear 
in the fight. They forgot that the more the enemies rage 
and the more hysterical the foes within the Party become, 
the more ardent are the Bolsheviks for fresh struggles and 
the more vigorously they push forward. 

“ Of course, it never even occurred to us to turn from 
the Leninist road. Moreover, once we stood firmly on this 
road, we pushed forward still more vigorously, brushing 
every obstacle from our path.” ilhid.) 

In this speech, Comrade Stalin raised the question of 
cadres in all its urgency. In the preceding period, he said, 
when the task was to create a new technique and to spread 
it far and wide, emphasis was laid on the slogan “technique 
decides eversrthing.” But when this technique had been 
created, it was at once felt that “we need people who have 
mastered technique, we need cadres capable of mastering 
and utilizing this technique according to all the rules of 
the art. Without people who have mastered technique, 
technique is dead. In the charge of people who have 
metered technique, technique can and should perform 
miracles. . . That is why emphasis must now be laid on 
people, on cadres, on workers who have mastered tech- 
nique. That is why the old slogan, ‘Technique decides every- 
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thing/ which is a reflection of a period already passed, a 
period in which we suffered from a dearth in technique,, 
must now be replaced by a new slogan, the slogan ‘Cadres 
decide everything. " That is the main thing now. ” Uhid,) 

Acting on Stalin’s recommendations, the Party and the 
Government set about training on a wider scale than ever 
cadres of Soviet, socialist intellectuals in all branches of 
knowledge, and did so with great success. 

Stalin’s words have become a law to the Party, so high 
is his prestige in the Party and in the entire country. This 
is because he ponders over every step with the utmost care, 
weighs every circumstance, makes skilful use of the teach- 
ings of dialectical materialism, which make it possible to 
foresee the development of events a long way ahead. But, 
in order to carry out the slogans of the Party, he always 
turns first and foremost to the masses, appeals to their 
enlightenment and organization, and calls for their aid. 
The congresses of collective farmers and a number of con- 
ferences with representatives of the foremost people in 
various branches of economic endeavour were summoned 
on his advice. He personally attended these conferences, 
guided them, took a keen interest in the speeches of the 
collective farmers, Stakhanovites, steel-smelt’ers, builders, 
cotton-growers, etc., and on each occasion suggested new 
ideas to the masses, and thus helped to accelerate the 
movement forward to the victory of Socialism. 

Thus, on July 30, 1935, a reception was given in the 
Kremlin to railway workers at which Stalin spoke on the 
tasks of the railways. On November 10, 1935, the leaders 
of the Party and the Government gave a reception in the 
Kremlin to women collective farm shock workers in sugar- 
beet growing. In the middle of November, 1935, the First 
All-Union Conference of Stakhanovites of Industry and 
Transport was held in the Kremlin. On December 1 of the 
same year, a conference of members of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Party and of the Government with foremost 
combine operators took place in the conference hall of the 
Central Committee of the C.P.S.U.(B.). On December 4 
a conference of leaders of the Party and the Government 
with leading collective farmers of Tajikistan and Turk- 
menistan was held in the Kremlin. About this time, too, 
conferences of foremost collective farmers of Uzbekistan, 
Kazakhstan and Kara-Kalpakia were held. Towards the 
end of December a conference was called of leaders of the 
Party and the Government with record grain crop growers 
and foremost tractor drivers and threshing machine ope- 
rators. In January, 1936, there was a conference of the 
leaders of the Party and the Government with foremost 
workers in the machine and tractor stations and in the 
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land departments. On January 4 , 1936, a reception was 
given by leaders of the Party and the Government in the 
Kremlin to workers in the gold, non-ferrous, light and rare 
metals industries. On January 27, 1936, leaders of the 
Party and the Government gave a reception to delegates 
from the working people of the Buryat-Mongolian A.S.S.R. 
(Autonomous Socialist Soviet Republic). On March 14, 1936, 
a conference was held of leaders of the Party and the Gov- 
ernment with foremost collective farmers from the flax 
and hemp regions. On March 19, 1936, in connection 
with the fifteenth anniversary of the foundation of the 
Georgian Soviet Republic, a reception was given to dele- 
gates from that republic. And on May 10, 1936, an all- 
Union conference of wives of managers and engineers in 
heavy industry opened in the Kremlin. 

This is ordy part of the numerous conferences of fore- 
most workers in various branches of industry and culture. 
These conferences were addressed by Stalin, and his ut- 
terances were of the highest value for the economic deve- 
lopment of the country, for the realization of the decisions 
of the Party and the Government, for strengthening the 
ties between the Party and the masses, and for consolidat- 
ing the friendship among the nations of the U.S.S.R. 

Thus, for example, during the period of acute struggle 
for the collectivization of agriculture, the kulaks and priests 
did their utmost to influence the peasants and to frighten 
them with absurd stories about life in the collective farms. 
Stalin demolished this propaganda of the kulaks in his 
speech at a congress of collective farmers. 

Speaking at a reception given to women shock work- 
ers from the beet-growing collective farms in November, 
1935, he pointed out that it was solely thanks to the .col- 
lective farms that women in the rural districts had been 
able to become the equal of men in labour. 

Woman in the countryside, ” he said, “ was the lowest 
of toilers. Naturally, no heroines of labour could arise 
among the peasant women under such conditions. Labour 
in those days was a curse to a woman, and she would avoid 
it as much as she could. 

“ Only the collective farm life could have made labour 
a thing of honour, it alone could have bred genuine 
heroines in the countryside. Only the collective farm life 
could have destroyed inequality and put woman on her feet. 
That you know very well yourselves. The collective farm 
introduced the work-day unit. And what is the work-day 
unit? Before the work-day units all are equal— men and 
women. He who has most ‘work-day units to his credit 
earns most. Here neither father nor husband can re- 
proach a woman with the fact that he is feeding her. Nov/ 
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if a woman works and has work-day units to her credit, 
she is her own master,” 

At the First All-Union Conference of Stakhanovites 
on November 17, 1935, Stalin brought out the profound sig- 
nificance of the Stakhanov movement. He said that this 
movement 'Is the expression of a new wave of Socialist 
emulation, a new and higher stage of Socialist «uulation. ” 
(Leninism). 

The Stakhanov movement is a movement of working 
men and women which sets itself the aim of surpassing 
the present technical standards, surpassing the existing 
designed capacities, surpassing the existing production 
plans and estimates. . . , This movement is breaking down 
the old views of technique, it is shattering the old techni- 
cal standards, the old designed capacities, and the old pro- 
duction plans, and demands the creation of new and higher 
technical standards, designed capacities, and production 
plans. It is destined to produce a revolution in our in- 
dustry. That is why the Stakhanov movement is at bottom 
a profoundly revolutionary movement. , . . 

But the significance of the Stakhanov movement does 
not end there. Its significance lies also in the fact that 
it is preparing the conditioixs for the transition from So- 
cialism to Communism,” (Ibid,) 

Communism represents a higher stage of development 
of Socialism, and it demands a higher level of productivity 
of labour. It also demands a higher level of culture and 
technique, and presupposes the elimination of the differ- 
ence between mental and manual labour. It will raise the 
productivity of labour to such a level as to ensure an abund- 
ance of articles of consumption, and will make it possible 
to distribute them in conformity to the needs of the mem- 
bers of the Communist society. The Stakhanov movement 
has itself sprung from a higher technique, from the rela- 
tively high material and cultural level already achieved, 
and, in its turn, it furnishes an impulse to the development 
of productivity of labour, to a rising cultural and- technical 
level of the workers and a rising level of material well-be- 
ing of the working people. The Party pursued an attitude 
towards the Stakhanovites which thoroughly undermined 
wage equalization and imdefined responsibility, and ensur- 
ed the Stakhanovites a high remuneration for their labour. 

Stalin showed that the roots of the Stakhanov move- 
ment lay in the improvement of the material conditions of 
the workers. "Life has improved, comrades. Life has be- 
come more joyous. And when life is joybus, work goes 
well. Hence the high rates of output. Hence the heroes 
and heroines of labour. That, primarily, is the root of the 
Stakhanov movement.” (Ibid.) 
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A second source of the Stakhanov movement was the 

absence of ®xploitatton A was that we 

had a modem technique, a lomm &uui the 

already had p?t-olass cadres capaWe oj^^ogemg ^ tn ^ 

°‘‘New° peSe. 

“ 'i5.e’’SteStM^ situation In »liloh the stnigsile lor 

SSSVSt «r“"S J.JffliS'wm^ “iwolp- 

tibly slipping into a new war embracing vast territones. 

Such a state of afEairs demanded immense restramt, 
wisdom and flexibility to foreign policy to prevent us 
tow^into war. The defensive power and mhtary might 
S the ^net country had to be P^t on a high leveh 

At this period the prestige of the U.S.S.R. O'® the bul- 
wflrk of Deace had gained tremendously m the eyes of -he 
worlds Kle of all countries. The U.S.S.R. was the only 

nation ^openly to express ite g?|^tings 

port of the republicans in Spam, and in reply sr^tmg^ 
from the Central Committee of the Spanish 
Party, Stalin declared that the defence of ^e 
DeoDle was the cause of all progressive mankind. The ^ 
viet neonle ov^uVy expressed their profound sympathy 
SA of the Chinese people in their struggle against 

Jap^^Oemperm^. country strengthened ite 

defences, built huge munitions plants capable of supp-^ng 
the country with every species of arms in the event of wan 
S^ eZS naval pm%nme was 

wVilfp Rpa Canal was built, which is of immense deiensive 
Si ec?boMc toportance. The navy,^the submarine fleet, 
flir fleet and other arms expanded tremendously dur- 
tms pericS^ en^ the U.S.SJEI. to carry on its work 
nf building Socialism in peace. 

In these, as in previous years, Stalin devoted great 
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Mttenuon to tne training of skilled technical cadres, espe- 
cially for the armed forces. 

However, it was not only the technical equipment of 
the Soviet cadres to which Stalin paid attention. He has 
always attached the utmost importance to the ideological 
training of cadres. For this purpose he took part in the 
compilation of that splendid work, the “History of the 
CP.S.U.(B.) ”. Compiled under the editorship of 
a commission of the Central Committee of the 
C.P.S.U.(B.), and to a large extent written by Stalin him- 
self, its appearance was an event of major political im- 
portance. In it, the Soviet people and the working people 
of other countries received a short encyclopaedia of Bol- 
shevik knowledge, a vivid, fascinating and precise exposi- 
tion of the fundamental ideas of Bolshevism and of dia- 
lectical and historical materialism, a new and powerful 
weapon in the struggle for Communism. 

In his speech at the Eighteenth Party Congress, Stalin 
pointed out that it was not any kind of cadres we needed, but 
cadres who had mastered not only technique, but also the 
science of sciences— the teachings of Marxism-Leninism. 

Stalin performed vast work in this respect during this 
period. 

At the same time he did immense work in respect to 
the ideological training of the members of the Party and 
the Young Communist League and of the working people 
as a whole. This constant concern for the Bolshevik edu- 
cation of the working people of the U.S.S.R. is revealed in 
his unrelaxing attention to the theoretical front, to the 
schools, the press and propaganda. We are already fami- 
liar with the great educational value of Stalin’s hook, 
“Problems of Leninism.” This handbook for every Com- 
munist and every non-Party Bolshevik has been translat- 
ed into scores of languages, both of the U.S.SJI. and other 
countries. 

In 1938, on Stalin’s suggestion, the Central Committee 
of the Party called a conference of propagandists, at which 
he made highly valuable recommendations for the improve- 
ment of propaganda work. These recommendations were 
embodied by the Central Committee in a resolution on the 
improvement of propaganda and the teaching of the his- 
tory of the C.P.S.U.(B.) which marked a turning point in 
our propaganda work as a whole. 

Stalin’s utterances at Party congresses, at plenary 
meetings of the Central Committee and at numerous con- 
ferences are distinguished by the fact that they are always 
firmly grounded on principle, that they always raise new 
problems, give a new flUip to theory and open up new pros- 
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iDects for the development of Bolshevik thought, and for 
the advance towards Communism. 

The enemies of Bolshevism resort to the most extreme 
methods to retard the advance of the working people of 
the U.S.S.R. towards the complete and final victory of 
Communism. By acts of diversion, espionage, banditry 
and terrorism, they want to prevent the great progressive 
movement of the peoples. They still cherish hopes of 
restoring capitalism by means of the intervention of im- 
perialist predatory powers. At congresses, plenary meet- 
ings of the Central Committee, and in the press, Stalin has 
repeatedly warned us against this danger. He. teaches us 
to beware of self-complacency, of smug self-confidence and 
swelled head. He calls upon us to display constant revo- 
lutionary vigilance. He teaches us how to tear the mask 
from the enemy, to expose and crush him. 

Under Stalin’s guidance, the first phase of Commun- 
ism — Socialism— has in the main been accomplished. This 
found a new reflection in the Constitution drawn up by 
Stalin and adopted by the Eighth Extraordinary Congress 
of Soviets. 

“ By that time . . . the capitalist elements had been 
entirely eliminated and the Socialist system had triumph- 
ed in all spheres of economic life. ” (“ History of the 
CP.S.U.CB.3.”) Public, socialist ownership of the means of 
production had become the unshakable foundation of the 
new socialist system in all branches of the national 
economy. 

As a result of all these changes in the sphere of the 
national economy of the U.SJS.R.,*’ Stalin said in his report 
at the Eighth Extraordinary Congress of Soviets, “ we now 
have a new, socialist economy, which knows neither crises 
nor unempl03rment, which knows neither poverty nor ruin, 
and which provides our citizens with every opportunity to 
lead a prosperous and cultural life. ” 

The class structure of society in the U.S.S.R. had tho- 
roughly changed; all the exploited classes had been abo- 
lished. “ The proletariat of the U.S.S.R. has been trans- 
formed into an entirely new class, into the working class 
of the tJJSBJl., which has abolished the capitalist econo- 
mic system, which has established the Socialist ownership 
of the instruments and means of production aud is direct- 
ing Soviet society along the road to Communism.” Such 
a working class is unknown in any other country of the 
worlds 

The peasantry had equally undergone a profound 
change. It had been emancipated from exploitation and 
had in the main become a collective-farm peasantry, whose 
prosperity was based on advanced, up-to-date machinery 



and collective labour. This Stalin said, was ‘‘an entirely 
new peasantry, the like of which the history of mankind 
has never known before.’* 

The intelligentsia had also changed under the Soviet 
regime ; its composition was now thoroughly different ; 
so was the character of its activities. It was intimately 
bound up with the workers, peasants and other sections 
of the working people and was employed in the service of 
the people, side by side with the people ; “ side by side 
with the workers and peasants, pulling together with them, 
it is engaged in building the new, classless, socialist 
society.” There is no such intelligentsia in any other 
country on earth. 

A change had also taken place in the relations of the 
nationalities of the U.S.S.R. as a result of the tremendous 
work of an organizational, economic, cultural and political 
character performed by the working people of all the 
nationalities of the U.S.S.R. under the guidance of the 
Bolsheviks and of Stalin in particular. “As a result,” 
he saidj “we now have a fully formed multi-national 
socialist state which has stood all tests, and whose stabi- 
lity might well be envied by any national state in any 
part of the world.” 

The Extraordinary Eighth Congress of Soviets adopted 
the new Constitution of the U.S.S.R., as the Fundamental 
Law of the socialist state of workers and peasants, the 
political foundation of which is the Soviets of Working 
People’s Deputies, which grew and attained strength as a 
result of the overthrow of the landlords and capitalists 
and the achievement of the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
In this state all power belongs to the working people of 
town and country, as represented by the Soviets of Working 
People’s Deputies. The economic foundation of this state 
is the socialist system of economy and the socialist owner- 
ship of the means of production firmly established as a 
result of the abolition of the capitalist system of economy, 
the abrogation of private ownership of the means and 
instruments of production and the abolition of the exploita- 
tion of man by man. In this state the principle of Social- 
ism is applied : — Prom each according to his abil%, to 
each according to his work.” 

The Soviet Constitution guarantees the citizens of the 
T[J.S.S.R. the right to work ; the right to rest and leisure ; 
the right to maintenance in old age and in case of sickness 
loss of capacity to work ; the right to education ; .equal 
rights for women with men in all spheres of economic, 
state, cultural, social and political life ; equality of rights 
of the citizens of the U.S.S.R., irrespective of nationality 
or race, in all spheres of economic, state, cultural, social 
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and political life; freedom of conscience; freedom of 
speech, press, assembly and mass meeting, and of street 
processions and demonstrations ; the right to unite in 
public organizations ; inviolability of person ; inviolability 
of the homes of citizens and privacy of correspondence ; 
and the right of asylum to foreign citizens persecuted for 
defending the interests of the working people, or for their 
scientific activities, or for their struggle for national 
liberation. 

Such are the principal features of the New Soviet Con- 
stitution, which the- people call the Stalin Constitution, 
both because it was Stalin who outlined the basic principle 
of this Constitution, and because it consolidates tiie great 
socialist victories achieved by the working people of the 
0jS.SJa. under the leadership of Stalin. The elections held 
on the basis of the new Constitution revealed a moral and 
political unity of the people of the UJ5.SJI. without parallel 
in the world and impossible of achievement in capitalist 
states. In the elections to the Supreme Soviet of the 
held in December, 1937, nearly ninety million 
votes, or 98.6 per cent of the total vote, were cast for the 
Communist and non-Party bloc, while in the elections to 
the Supreme Soviets of the Union Republics, held in June. 
1938, ninety-two million votes, or 99.4 per cent of the total 
vote, were cast for the Communist and non-Party bloc. 
Referring to this at the Eighteenth Party Congress, Stalin 
said : ‘‘ In the sphere of the social and political develop- 
ment of the country, we must regard the most important 
achievement during the period under review to be the fact 
that the remnants of the exploiting classes have been com- 
pletely eliminated, that the workers, peasants and intel- 
lectuals have been welded into one common fircnt of the 
working people, that the moral and political unity of Soviet 
society has been strengthened, that the friendship among 
the nations of our country has become closer, and as -a 
result, that the political life of our country has been com- 
gtetely democratized and a new Constitution created. No 
one dare deny that our Constitution is the most demo- 
cratic- in the world, and that the resulte of the elections 
to the Supreme Soviet of the Uj5.SJl., as well as to the 
Supreme Sonnets of the Union Repubhcs, have been the 
most exemplary." 

In 1939, the Eighteenth Party Congr^ ws^ held^ Stalin 
made a brilliant i^^rt in which he summed up the results 
of the struggle of the Party and of the working people of 
the U.S.SJt. for the victory of Cornmonism. The Congress 
met amidst new conditions. He said at the Congress that 
“ for the capitalist countries this period was one of pro- 
found perturbations in both the economic and polHical 
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spheres.” For the capitalist countries these were years of 
depression, of new economic complications. “ For the 
Soviet Union, on the contrary, these were years of growth 
and prosperity, of further economic and Cultural progress, 
of further development of political and military^ might, 
of struggle for the preservation of peace throughout the 
world.” 

At this Party Congress, as at all others, Stalin laid 
great stress on Party propaganda and the Marxist-Leninist 
education of Party members and Party cadres. “ There is,” 
he said, “one branch of science which Bolsheviks in all 
branches of science are in duty bound to know, and that 
is the Marxist-Leninist science of society,, of the laws of 
social development,, of the laws of development of the 
proletarian revolution, of the laws of development of 
socialist construction, and of the victory of Communism.” 
He declared that we must train our young cadres in the 
spirit of Bolshevism and help our cadres in all branches 
of work to master the Marxist-Leninist science of the laws 
of social development ; “ for,” he said, “ a man who calls 
himself ,a Leninist cannot be considered a real Leninist 
if he shuts himself up in his speciality, in mathematics, 
botany or chemistry, let us say, and sees nothing beyond 
that speciality. A Leninist cannot be just a specialist in his 
favourite science ; he must also be a political and social 
worker, keenly interested in the destinies of his country, 
acquainted with the laws of social development, capable 
of applying these laws, and striving to be an active parti- 
cipant in the political guidance of the country.*^ 

At this Congress Stalin also dealt with a number of 
importsyat questions of theory, two of which deserve special 
attention. They are the question of the new Soviet in- 
telligentsia, and the question of the state. He proclaimed 
a determined stoggle ' against every tendency to under- 
value the new Soviet intelligentsia and to treat it with 
disdain. , Stalin teaches us that it will be impossible to 
achieve the . tool; and complete victory of Communism, it 
win be impossible .to. overtake and outstrip the foremost 
capitalist countries: 'te^a:„v€ry short time economically also 
if we do.not ensure the: proper training of our Soviet in- 
telligentsia and a proper attitude towards them, and if 
we do not prevent the recrudescence of the old contemptu- 
PUSS, hapnfm, Makhayevsky attitude towards the intelli- 
gentsia. He set. forth a new theory of the Soviet intelli- 
gentsia, which is a socialist intelligentsia, an intelligentsia 
springing from the people and worMng hand in hand with 
the workers and peasants for Communism. 

He analysed, the problem of the role of the state. He 
dealt a mortaVblqw:at all “theories” of the dying away 



of the state which belittled the role of the state in the 
period of struggle for Communism, when the capitalist 
encirclement had not yet been destroyed. He showed how 
important it was to strengthen the socialist state as long 
as that encirclement existed, and he himself has always 
worked to strengthen the state in the interests of the work- 
ing people of the U.S.S.R. 

Stalin devotes profound attention to the defence of 
the country. He goes personally into every detail, how- 
ever small, connected with national defence, with the work 
of the munitions plants, the building of aeroplanes and 
tanks and of a powerful surface and submarine fleet. He 
is equally interested in matters of military supply and 
armament, and in the political education and material 
welfare of the Red Army men, commanders and political 
workers. 

The great pilot of Communism, Stalin, is always to be 
found at his post, watching with a vigilant eye the activities 
of the governments of the surrounding capitalist states. 
He helps to steer the great Soviet vessel ever forward to 
new Communist victories. 

He recognized the imminent danger of war with Ger- 
many, and by his supreme statesmanship in September, 
1939, he averted the immediate threat, and thereby gained 
a respite which has since proved to be of critical importance. 
And when the Polish government fled before the advance 
of the German army in the West and abandoned the coun- 
try to its fate, the Red Army fulfilled its duty by liberating 
the peoples of the Western Ukraine and Western Byelo- 
russia from the yoke of the Polish gentry. This was in 
pursuance of the Leninist-Stalinist national policy, and 
the effect has been to still further strengthen the might 
of the Soviet Union and enhance its international prestige. 

This event took place in 1939, the sixtieth year of 
Comrade Stalinas life. 

In this same year, too, by the efforts of the working 
people of Uzbekistan, the Stalin Grand Ferghana Canal, 
270 kilometres long, was built in forty-five days. A canal 
of this length would ordinarily require six or seven years 
to build. In the construction of this canal considerable 
assistance was given by the Soviet Government, the Bol- 
shevik Party and by Stalin personally. When this heroic 
labour was completed, the builders of the Grand Ferghana 
Canal sent Stalin an address in verse in which they hailed 
him as the successor of Lenin and as the inspiration not 
only of the Bolshevik Party but of all the many peoples 
of the Soviet Union, 
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CHAPTER XIII 


A LEADER OF NATIONS 


Stalin’s splendid career is marked by heroic struggle 
and effort. From his youth on, he has been a champion 
of the cause of the Party, the cause of the working class 
and of all labouring humanity. Ever since his first 
acquaintance with the teaching of Marx and Engels, he 
has been its ardent propagandist and a defender of crea- 
tive, revolutionary Marxism. Ever since the end of the 
’nineties, he marched side by side with Lenin, along the 
same road, never swerving to right or left. A victim of 
constant persecution at the hands of the tsarist 
authorities, time and again flung into prison and time and 
agam driven into remote exile, he invariably returned to 
the fight. 

He guided the Party in its preparations for the October 
attack. He organized the victory of the October Socialist 
Revolution. Together with Lenin, he built the new, social- 
ist state, and he has staunchly defended it on all fronts. 
Together with Lenin, he built up the Third Communist 
International and defended it from all opportunists and 
aU enemies of Marxism-Leninism. He is the leader of 
the great international association of Communist Parties 
than that, he is the beloved leader of the people. 

Stalm always keeps the weapon of Marxist theory keen 
and ready for action and he teaches us how to wield it. 
^th m conjunction with Lenin and independently, he has 
developed the grea^ doctrine of Marxism-Leninism as a 
guide to action. The national question ; the question of 
^ country ; of the role of the 
oOviets , of the state in a socialist country surrounded bv 
a capitahst world ; of the dictatorship of the proletariat 
as a weapon m the struggle for Communism of the social-: 

country ; of the elimination of 
ft?™ j class; of the collectivization of agricul- 
+ • education of socialist cadres ; of a socialist 
pcpple^ll these and many other highly 
questions in the theory and practice of the 

examined and 
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Sergei Kirov, that splendid Bolshevik whose life was 
cut short by the treacherous hand of a Trotsk^^te, speak- 
ing in 1934 at the Fifth Leningrad Regional Conference, 
said * 

It is not easy to grasp the figure of Stalin in all its 
gigantic proportions. In these latter years, ever since we 
have had to carry on our work without Lenin, ^ there has 
been no major development in our labours, no innovation, 
slogan or trend of policy of any importance of which 
Comrade Stalin has not been the author. All the major 
work— and this the Party should know— is guided by the 
instructions, the initiative and the leadership of Comrade 
Stalin. The decision of all important problems of interna- 
tional policy is guided by his recommendations. And not 
only important problems, but even what might seem third- 
rate and even tenth-rate problems interest him, if they 
affect the workers, the peasants, the labouring people 


generally of our country. , 

“ This, I must say, is true not only of the construction 
of Socialism in general, but even of the detailed problems 
of our work. If we take, for example, the defence of our 
country, it can be quite definitely stated that all the 
achievements which I have enumerated are solely and 


entirely due to Stalin. 

“ The powerful will and tremendous organizational 
talent of this man enables our Party promptly to elBfect the 
big historical changes connected with the successful build- 
ing of Socialism.” 

That is the reason for Stalinas great influence and the 
eminent, part he plays in the struggle for Communism. 
That is the reason for the profound love cherished for 
him by the Party, the Young Communist League and by 
the working people of the U.S.S.R. and other countries. 

Replying to the numerous greetings received from all 
parts of the world on the occasion of his fiftieth birthday, 
Stalin said : 

'"You may have no doubt, comrades, that I am pre- 
pared in the future, too, to devote to the cause of the 
working class, to the cause of the proletarian revolution 
and world Communism, all my strength, all my faculties, 
and, if need be, all my blood, to the very last drop,” 

And everybody knows that these words come from the 
depths of his heart. 

Profoundly devoted to the Party, to Lenin and the 
Communist International, with a profound knowledge of 
the theory of Marxism-Leninism, Stalin i§ also a gifted 
organizer. These qualities enable him to grasp the most 
complex problems and to explain them in a clear and 
simple way to the masses. Like Lenin, he possesses to 
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perfection the art of explaining the theory of Marxism- 
Leninism to the millions. To this must be added his ex- 
treme simplicity and modesty in everything — ^in dress, in 
his manner of life, in his wants, and in his relations with 
other people. And this quality of modesty, the adornment 
of a Bolshevik, he instils in all members of the Party and 
the Young Communist League. He teaches us all to be 
equally simple and modest. 

“ Stalin has written many books, splendid books. 
Many of them are classics of Marxist literature. But when 
asked, what manner of man he was, he replied : * I am 

only a disciple of Lenin, and my aim is to be a worthy 
disciple of his.’ ” (Henri Barbusse, “ Stalin.”) 

Stalin loves children and young people. He shows con- 
stant solicitude for the welfare of the youth, for their 
Communist training, for their health and physical fitness, 
so that they may grow up to be educated, well-informed, 
honest and staunch fighters for Communism. The Young 
Communist League owes its growth and influence largely 
to Stalin, and children and young people love him as their 
dearest friend, their father, teacher, and comrade. 

He has an extraordinary capacity for work. There is 
scarcely a more industrious man in our country. He will 
often work until four in the morning. The circle of his 
interests is immense. Like Lenin, he spares no effort in 
the interest of the people and of the victory of Communism. 

Henri Barbusse gives us a fine portrait of Stalin in 
his life of the leader. 

When one paces the Red Square at night, this spacious 
scene, against whose background time seems to have split 
in two — into all that is of to-day, of the nation of the best 
bn earth, and into all that pre-dates 1917 (that which is 
archaic) — it seems as if he who lies in the tomb in the 
midst of this nocturnal, deserted square is the only one 
who is awake in the wide world, watching over the radiat- 
ing life around him, over town and country. He is the 
true guide—he of whom the workers exultingly said that 
he was at once their master and their comrade, their 
father and brother who bent tenderly over all. You did 
not know him, but he knew you and worked for you. Who- 
ever you may be, you need this benefactor. And whoever 
you may be, the better part of your destiny lies in the 
hands of this other man who also watches over all and 
who works for all— the man with the head of a scholar, 
the face of a worker, and the dress of a simple soldier.” 

Stalin is our teacher in the art of government and the 
art of work. One of the major rules of this art is contact 
with the masses. He himself is an example of- perfection 
in attitude towards the masses and contact with them 
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He not only teaches the masses, but learns from them 
himself. Contact with the masses he regards as the ear- 
mark of the true Bolshevik. At the same time, this contact 
with and closeness to the masses in no way means fawning 

on them. ^ , 

Irreconcilability in matters of principle, as exemplified 
in Stalin, is one of the most important qualities of a Bol- 
shevik and a most effective instrument of Bolshevik edu- 
cation. He teaches us to display this Bolshevik irrecon- 
cilability to every attempt, even the slightest, to distort 
or misrepresent the teachings of Marxism-Leninism. Like 
Lenin, he trains us to be ruthless and irreconcilable to all 
enemies of Communism. 

In the songs of the people, we find Stalin compared 
to a careful gardener who loves his garden— humanity. 
The most precious treasure we possess is people, cadres. 
It is his solicitude for people, for cadres, for human beings, 
that the people value in Stalin, and it is this we must 
learn from him. 

His constant labours on the theory of Marxism-Lenin- 
ism has trained in him the faculty of profound analysis 
and the ability to foresee events. The sense of the new 
is unusually developed in him, and that is why he sets us 
an example in Bolshevik foresight, without which it is 
impossible to lead, impossible to steer the great Soviet 
vessel of state. 

Addressing his electors in the Stalin Area, Moscow, on 
December 11, 1937, he said : 

*‘The electors, the people, must demand that their 
deputies should remain equal to their tasks, that in their 
work they should not sink to the level of political Philistines, 
that in their posts they should remain political figures of 
the Lenin type, that as public figures they should be as 
clear and definite as Lenin was, that they should be as 
fearless in battle and as merciless towards the enemies 
of the people as Lenin was, that they should be free from 
all panic, from any semblance of panic, when things begin 
to get complicated and some danger or other looms on the 
horizon, that they should be as free from all semblance 
of panic as Lenin was, that they should be as wise and 
deliberate in deciding complex problems requiring a com- 
prehensive orientation and a comprehensive weighing of 
all pros and cons as Lenin was, that they should be as 
upright and honest as Lenin was, that they should love 
their people as Lenin did.” 

Stalin possesses all these qualities. At his post as a 
political figure he is always a true Leninist. He is always 
as clear and definite a public figure as Lenin was. He is 
always as fearless in battle and as merciless towards the 
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enemies of the people as Lenin was. He is as free from all 
panic in complicated situations, when the country is 
menaced by danger, he is as free from all 
semblance of panic as Lenin was. He is as wise and 
deliberate in deciding complex problems requiring a com- 
prehensive orientation and a comprehensive weighing of all 
pros and conS' as Lenin was. He is as upright and honest 
as Lenin was. He loves his people as Lenin did. And that 
is why the people repay him with an equal love. They 
love Stalin as they loved Lenin. 

“ His life story,’* Henri Barbusse writes, “ is one series 
of victories over a series of colossal difficulties. In all his 
career since 1917 there is not a single year in v;hich what 
he has done would not have made another illustrious. He 
is a man of iron. His name describes him : Stalin — ^steel. 
He is as inflexible and as flexible as steel. His power lies 
in his profound common sense, his extensive range of 
knowledge, his astonishing internal concentration, his pas- 
sion for precision, his inexorable consistency, the rapidity, 
certainty and intensity of his .decisions, his perpetual care 
to select the right mah for the right place. 

“ The dead survive only on earth. Lenin lives wherever 
there are revolutionaries. But one may say that in Stalin 
more than anywhere else live the thoughts and words of 
Lenin. He is the Lenin of our day. ...” (Henri Barbusse, 
“Stalin,”) 

The people express their affection and admiration lor 
Stalin in songs in which they laud him as a liberator of 
oppressed peoples, as a wise statesman. He is often com- 
pared to a keen-eyed and fearless mountain eagle. One 
song of the mountaineers of Daghestan runs : 

As the wake to the ship, 

As furrow to share, 

Millions go with you, 

' Everywhere ; ' . 

From the path we have taken 
Never to stray, ^ 

The only true goal, ^ ^ 

The only true way, ^ 

The Laks, a tiny nationality, sing of Stalin as follows : 
Rivers seek the sea, 

Iron seeks the lodestone, 

Grass seeks the sun 
Birds seek the south. 

But men are drawn to happiness, 

Men are drawn to truth, 

Their hearts are drawn to friendship, 
Their thoughts are drawn to you. 
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Stalin’s life is a source of instruction to millions. His 
vivid personality inspires the working people in their 
struggle. His words are a source of inspiration to new 
feats of labour heroism, to an unparalleled mass heroism. 
His thoughts are a beacon illuminating our path far ahead. 

At the helm of the great Soviet ship of state, sailing 
full speed ahead beneath the all-conquering banner of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, stands the great 
pilot, Stalin, the friend, the teacher ,the leader of nations. 

The children of the Soviet Union say ; “ Thank you 
Comrade Stalin, for our happy life.” His name is pro- 
nounced with love and respect by millions of people in 
all parts of the world. His name is the banner of the vast 
victories of Communism, to the sun-lit peaks of which he 
is leading the Soviet people. 

Long may he live and flourish, to the dismay of our 
enemies and to the joy of all working people— our own, 
dear Stalin ! 
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